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Current Topics. 


Annuities Payable out of Funds in Court and 
Income Tax. 

THe Supreme Court Funds Rule, the draft of which we 
printed recently (ante, p. 38), has now been issued without 
alteration. Under rule 68, where an order is made directing 
an annuity to be paid out of dividends to accrue due on 
securities in Court (other than securities specifically carried 
over to provide for the annuity), income tax at the rate pay- 
able during the time the annuity was accruing is deducted, 
unless the annuity has been directed to be paid without such 
deduction. This, apparently, assumes that income tax has 
been deducted at the source, so that the deduction is merely 
a matter of account between the annuitant and the persons 
entitled to the remainder of the dividends, and no payment 
requires to be made to thé Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 
The new rule provides for the case where the dividends have 
not been subjected to deduction of income tax at the source, 
and it directs that deduction shall be made from the annuity 
at the rate in force at the time of payment of the annuity, 
and that the tax then deducted shall be paid to the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue, unless in any case the Court 
otherwise directs, or a certificate is produced from the Com- 
missioners that they make no claim in respect of the tax. 


Lt.-Gen. Smuts. 

WE NOTICED some months ago (61 Sottcrtors’ Journat, 409) 
the connection of Lt.-Gen. Smuts, K.C., with Cambridge, and 
the Law Honours degree which he cotained when he was; at 
Christ’s College over twenty years ago. Weare interested tosee 
the sketch of his career, with portrait, which occupies the 
first place in the number of the Journal of the Society 
of Comparative Legislation which has just been pub- 
lished. Few men of this generation, says Capt. L. 8. Amery, 
M.P., who contributes the sketch, have had a more diversified 
or more remarkable career than this distinguished lawyer, 
soldier and statesman; and as one feature in General Suyta' 
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intellectual character which is of special interest to lawyers, 
he mentions the extent to which his mind is imbued with the 
principles of English constitutional law, and more particularly 
with the principle of the undivided sovereignty of Parliament. 
This principle he has succeeded in getting incorporated in the 
South African constitution. But the ultimate form in which 
the sovereignty of each Dominion will be reconciled with the 
unity of the British Empire—itself, as General Smuts has said, 
a League of Nations in being—in dealing with the outside world 
is a question for future solution. No one, says Capt. \meEry, 
is better qualified than General Smuts to assist in the task of 
finding the solution. His advocacy of a League,of Nations in a 
more extended form is well known, and it is becoming increas- 
ingly apparent that this is the most important of war aims, 
and the only one which gives a lasting and conclusive end to 
the present disasters of the world. 


Juvenile Offenders and Probation. 

WE PRINTED recently (61 Sonrcrrors’ Journat, p. 764) the 
letter addressed some three months ago to Clerks to Justices by 
the Home Office, calling attention to the care required in the 
selection of probation officers, and to the precautions which 
ought to be taken to secure that the probation system shall work 
efficiently, especially in the case of youthful offenders; and 
emphasis was laid on the importance of supplementing the 
work of paid probation officers by the enlistment of voluntary 
workers. We are glad to call attention to the letter, which 
we print elsewhere, from the chairman and other officers of the 
State Children’s Association, in which an appeal is made for 
volunteers who will enable greater effect to be given to the sys- 
tem of probation as a means of reforming young offenders. 
The object is to keep children out of prison, for the prison 
system, as the letter says, is never reformative, and we do 
not suppose it can be expected to be so. Much has been 
done of recent years on behalf of children. There is 
the N.S.P.C.C. and the Children Act, 1908, both con- 
nected with the name of the late Lord ALvEersTonE; there is 
the greater readiness of the Courts to interfere with parental 
authority and allow a child to be removed to suitable sur- 
roundings: and there are the Children’s Courts, which were 
first established in South Australia in 1890, then in Chicago 
in 1899, spreading rapidly in the United States; and have 
now been established here. All these innovations tend to 
increase the public interest in the welfare of children, and we 
do not know that there can be any more effective help for 
vouthful offenders, for whose “‘ original sin’’ the war seems 
to have acted as a hothouse, than such a system of helpful 
voluntary oversight as the State Children’s Association advo- 
cates. Incidentally we may remark that an American judge 
—Judge Henry Neti, of Chicago—who recently visited a 
Children’s Court in London, was surprised to find birching 
inflicted as a punishment. In Chicago no official is allowed 
to birch a child or inflict any corporal punishment whatever. 
‘‘ Birching,’’? said Judge Netr, ‘‘is not reformative, but 
merely punitive and retaliatory in character; it belongs to 4 
past age and mode of thought.”’ 


Sales by Tenants for Life and Incumbrances. 
Unpver section 20 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, a con- 
veyance by a tenant for life under his statutory power does 
not overreach interests having priority to the settlement under 
which he is tenant for life; it does not, for instance, over- 
reach a jointure existing under a prior settlement; but it does 
overreach interests under the settlement, not created for secur- 
ing money actually raised at the date of the conveyance ; such 
as a jointure fader the present settlement, or a portions term 
when no portions have been rsised. And under section 5, 
where upon a sale there is an incumbrance affecting the land 
sold, the tenant for life may, with the consent of the incum- 
brancer, charge that incumbrance on any other part of the 
settled land, whether already charged with it or not, in exone- 
ration of the land sold. It appears to have been assumed by 
the text-writers (Wolstenholme’s Conveyancing and Settled 


Land Acts, 10th ed. p. 383; Hood and Challis, 7th ed. p. 228), 
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that section 5 only applies to paramount charges, and not to 
charges which are overreached by the conveyance. The reason. 
ing seems to be that the latter charges are transferred to the 
purchase money, and therefore there is no need to shift them to 
another part of the settled land. But it may be desirable to 
release the purchase money from the charge, and in Re 
Knight’s Settled Estates (Weekly Notes, 1917, p. 353) 
Nevirte, J., has held that the distinction suggested in the 
text-books does not exist. Section 5, indeed, speaks quite 
generally of ‘‘ an incumbrance affecting land sold,’’ without 
any distinction whether it is overreached by the conveyance 
or not, and it requires some ingenuity to discover any reason 
for making a distinction. The incumbrancer in either case is 
protected by the requirement that his consent shall be 
obtained. 


The Word ‘‘ National” as a Trade-Mark. 

Tre National Cash Register Co., an American corporation 
carrying on an extensive business here, have for upwards of 
thirty years used the word ‘‘ National ’’ as a trade-mark for 
their cash registers, and have registered the same in most 
European countries. In 1914 they applied to register this 
trade-mark here, but the Registrar of Trade-Marks refused 
registration. His view was that the use of the word 
“* National ’’ by a private trader would be calculated to lead 
the public to believe that the goods were produced under 
public auspices and for the common benefit, and was not 
adapted to distinguish the goods of one private trader from 
those of another private trader, and also that the mark ought 
to be refused in the exercise of the discretion vested in him. 
The applicants appealed to the Court, and the case came 
before Sarcant, J., who reversed the Registrar’s decision. 
The Registrar then went to the Court of Appeal, who affirmed 
the judgment of Sarcant, J.. and dismissed the Registrar’s 
appeal (34 R. P. C. 354). The view of the Court was that, 
as the applicants had used the word as their trade-mark for 
their cash registers for so many years, and it had not been 
used in this connection by anyone else, it was distinctive of 
their goods, and could not now be used honestly, or, at any 
rate, properly, to denote any cash registering machines except 
those of the applicants; that the word was not calculated to 
deceive in any way; and that there was no ground for saying 
that registration ought to be refused in the exercise of dis- 
cretion. The facts being as thev were, we do not see how the 
Court of Appeal could have decided otherwise than they did, 
and we are surprised that the Registrar should have appealed. 
We notice that his counsel did not ask for the costs of the 
appea], and we can hardly conceive that, if he had done so, 
they would have been awarded, in spite of the fact that an 
applicant for a trade mark is often mulcted in the costs of 
coming to the Court to set right an erroneous decision of the 
Registrar against the application. 


Liability for Damage by Dogs. 

“THE RULE still holds good, as against human beings, that 
every dog has his bite. If a ‘‘ human”’ has the misfortune to 
be bitten by a dog, he cannot recover damages against the 
owner unless he can prove scienter, i.e., that the owner had 
knowledge of the vicious propensity of the animal, and this 
knowledge he usually gets from the fact that the animal has 
already indulged it. But if he has this knowledge, then he is 
liable for the damage the dog does, and he is, it seems, liable 
even though the immediate cause of the injury is tha inter- 
vening voluntary act of a third person: Baker v. Snell (1908, 
2 K.B. 825). In that case the owner of a dog known to be 
savage entrusted it to the care ofa servant, who incited it to 
attack the plaintiff. There was a question whether the servant 
was acting within the scope of his employment, but the majority 
of the Court of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FarweEtt, 
L.J., Kennepy, L.J., dissenting) held that this was imma- 
terial, since the result would be the same had the servant been 
independent of the owner. The point was thus decided by two 
equity judges against a distinguished common law judge, and 


the decision was adversely criticized by the late Mr, THOMAS.” 
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“Beven—himself a leading authority—in an article in the Har- 
vard Law Review (Vol. 22, p. 465), which we noticed at the 
time (53 Soticitors’ Journat, p. 515). 


Sheep-Worrying in Partnership. 

In Baker v. Snell the dog had had his bite before the occur. 
rence which formed the subject of the action, and this second 
—or we had better say n-th—bite was the result of a playful 
remark from the servant—‘‘ Go it, Bob!’’ The majority of 
the Court of Appeal held that the keeping of a savage dog 
is a wrongful act, and exposes the owner to any consequences 
that may ensue, unless the plaintiff brings them on himself. 
Mr. Beven challenged this proposition, and probably it goes 
too far. It seems more correct to say that the keeping of the 
animal is not unlawful, but imposes on the owner the duty 
of guaranteeing others against damage. Technically, no 
doubt, the case involved some difficulty, though the result was 
satisfactory. The noteworthy point, however, is that the 
doctrine of scienter still prevails as against human beings, not- 
withstanding attempts to alter it. Such ‘alteration, if we 
remember rightly, wag strongly advocated by the late Lord 
RvussELL OF KILLOwEN. But as against cattle and sheep it is 
different, and under section 1 of the Dogs Act, 1906 (re- 
enacting a similar provision in the Dogs Act, 1865) the owner 
of a dog is liable absolutely for injury done to ‘‘ cattle’’ by 
that dog. ‘‘Cattle’’ is defined to include horses, mules, 
asses, sheep, goats, and swine. This seems to have been over- 
looked in Piper v. Winnifrith and Leppard (Times, 23rd ult.) ; 
where LawREneE, J., observed that scienter would have to be 
formally proved. The real point there, however, was how to 
apportion the damages for sheep-worrying where this had been 
done by two dogs of different owners hunting in partnership. 
The county court judge had acted on the principle that equality 
is equity, and had fixed each owner with half the damage. 
The plaintiff claimed that he was entitled to judgment for the 
full damages against each. But the Court (LaAwRENcE and 
Arkin, JJ.) were satisfied with the judgment of the county 
court judge. The dogs had engaged in the joint adventure at 
night without the knowledge of their owners, and there was no 
evidence whether they attacked each sheep jointly or singly. 
A “‘ SoLtomon’s judgment ’’ was the only oné to fit the case, 
and each owner, therefore, had to pay half. It may be noted 
that the maxim ‘“‘ equality is equity ’’ is current at law, too, 
though it is more effectively applied in equity: see Dering v. 
Earl of Winchelsea (1 Cox C. C. 318). 


Damage from Overhanging Trees. 


WE NOTICED at the time Cheater v. Vater (61 SoticiTors’ 
JournaL, 547, 556) was decided ‘by the Divisional Court 
(Coteripce and Row arr, JJ.) the curious point of law which 
itinvolved. In fact the two learned judges differed, and the 
judgment of the county court judge, therefore, stood, and the 
same result’ has followed an appeal to the Court of Appeal. The 
point can be stated quite simply. Where a tree on the land of 
A overhangs the neighbouring land of B, A is liable to B for 
any damage which it causes. It may be a yew tree, the leaves 
of which B’s cattle eat and are poisoned: Crowhurst v. Amers- 
ham Burial Board (4 Ex. D. 24); or the overhanging trees 
may damage B’s crops: Smith v. Giddy (1904, 2 K. B. 448). 
But suppose that B is not an adjoining owner, but only a 
tenant, and that A is his landlord. Instead of there being no 
telation between A and B except mere propinquity, there is 
the contractual relation of landlord and tenant, and this lets in 
the doctrine that the tenant of land takes it in its actual 
tondition and cannot, in the absence of special stipulation, 
claim against his landlord for damage resulting from that con- 
dition: Erskine v. Adeane (8 Ch. App. 754). In the present 
case there was a yew tree overhanging the tenant’s land, which 
Poisoned his cattle. Assuming that the tree was overhanging 
at the commencement of the tenancy, the doctrine just stated 
‘pplied, and the tenant could not claim against his landlord 

M8 adjoining owner ; though he could have so claimed had the 


before the Court of Appeal and was thus decided. It appears, 
however, not to have been made clear in the courts below 
whether the tree was overhanging at the commencement of the 
tenancy or not, and the difference of opinion in the Divisional 
Court seems to have arisen from CoLERIDGE and Row .att, 
JJ., taking different views on the point of fact. 








Solicitors’ Remuneration and the 
Liverpool Law Society. 


Ir is unfortunately several years now since the Law Society 
was able to hold its annual provincial meeting, but the omis- 
sion has been to some extent filled by the able addresses 
delivered by the Presidents of the leading provincial societies, 
and we are glad to call attention to the very important and 
interesting address of Mr. F. E. V. Russeitt Roserrs, the 
President of the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, which 
we print at length elsewhere. 

The address gives prominence to the proposal which is now 
being made for the temporary increase of solicitors’ fees to 
meet the special emergency of war prices. As regards this, 
we understand that the initiative was taken by the President 
of the Law Society, with the approval of the Council of the 
Law Society and of the Associated Provincial Law Societies. 
A communication has been sent to the Lord Chancellor, sug- 
gesting an increase of 25 per cent. during the war and for a 
period afterwards, in charges for all classes of business except 
those remunerated by scale fees under Schedule I. of the 
Remuneration Order. It is understood that the Lord Chan- 
cellor has promised to give the matter careful consideration. 

Still more important, however, than this temporary war mea- 
sure, are the proposals emanating from the Liverpool Law 
Society for permanent alteration in the system of charging, 
save where this is already governed by a scale fee. Last March 
the Committee of the society appointed a sub-committee to 
consider the general question of professional remuneration, 
and the sub-committee, after nine meetings, made its report at 


the end of May. The report is given as an appen- 
dix to the annual report of the Committee, «extracts 
from which we print elsewhere. Different considera- 
tions apply to contentious and non-contentious busi- 


ness, though convenience and simplicity require that each 
should be remunerated by a fixed fee rather than by other 
charges. Attention was called to the advantages of lump 
sum charges by Mr. C. L. Samson in his presidential address 
at Cardiff in 1912 (56 Soxtcrrors’ JournaL, p. 807), but, 
owing to the statutory provisions and the practice as to taxa- 
tion, it seems to be impracticable to adopt this system without 
recourse to Parliament. The client may, indeed, waive his right 
to taxation, and it has been suggested thate lump sumbill might 
be delivered with a notice that, unless he wished for detailed 
charges, he would be treated as having waived his right to 
them. But we gather from the sub-committee’s report that 
this ‘‘ somewhat provocative challenge,’’ as they call it, has 
not been adopted in practice. Hence, while they favour lump 
sum charges in all matters, both contentious and non-con- 
tentious, and hope that it may be possible at some future date 
to legalize the system of delivery as between solicitor and client 
of lump sum bills, yet the report is, for immediate practical 
purposes, limited to a change in the system of charging for non- 
contentious business. They point out, however, that lump 
sum payments may also be desirable in party and party taxa- 
tions, and that the principle is already admitted by R.8.C., 
Ord. 65, r. 25, under which the Court may direct payment 
of a fixed sum in lieu of taxed costs. An extension of the rule 
would allow an assessment of costs at a lump sum by the 
Taxing Master. 

The recommendations of the sub-committee were: (1) That 
the principle of remuneration by an ad valorem scale should 
be extended ; (2) that a system of discretionary charges within 





AMioining owner been a stranger. This was the point argued 


certain fixed limits—in a sense “‘ fixed charges ’’—for various 
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classes of business should be established; and ‘(3) that the 
system of making a reasonably discretionary charge for all 
other business coming within the scope of the Remuneration 
. Act should be legalized. And an outline of a scale of charges 
embodying these principles is given in the schedule to the 
report. How far effect can be given to these principles by a 
new Order under the Remuneration Act, without having re- 
course to fresh legislation, may be doubtful. Section 2 of the 
Act appears to allow of a Remuneration Order being made as 
regards all non-contentious business, and section 4 states the 
considerations which may govern the-mode of remuneration. 
The report calls attention to these, and points out that they 
authorize remuneration on very different principles from those 
contained in Schedule 2 to the General Order, and that the 
system of scale fees might properly be extended to other 
matters of conveyancing than sales, mortgages and leases. The 
outline which the sub-committee give, for the extension of ad 
valorem charges includes Settlements, Appointments of New 
Trustees, and the Formation of Companies. Under fixed charges 
within certain limits are included Powers of Attorney (one to 
three guineas) and Partnership Articles (one to ten guineas). 
And as regards matters not otherwise provided for, it is pro- 
posed that the solicitor should be entitled to make a discretion- 
ary charge depending oncertain specified considerations, includ- 
ing the amount of the capital concerned, the skill, labour and 
responsibility involved, and the number and importance of the 
documents prepared or perused without regard to length. 

The sub-committee, however, think it doubtful whether a 
system of discretionary charges could be brought within sec- 
tion 4 of the Remuneration Act. Their suggestion is that a 
scheme completely superseding the present system should be 
submitted to the competent authority under the Remunera- 
tion Act; and that if this should be approved in principle, but 
be found to be uiltra vires, the Legislature should be asked to 
remove the technical difficulty and give the necessary powers 
for introducing a simple and satisfactory mode of charging. 
It is also pointed out that, if discretionary charges could thus 
be introduced for non-contentious business, the way would 
be paved for an Act of Parliament extending the system to 
contentious business. As a check on the system of discre- 
tionary charges, it is proposed that they should be subject to 
review, if not over £20 by a County Court Registrar, and if 
over £20 by a High Court Master or District Registrar. 

At the beginning of June the Committee of the Liverpool 
Law Society approved the report in principle without com- 
mitting itself to the details in the schedule, and it will be seen 
from the President’s Address that the report has also been 
adopted by the Associated Provincial Law Societies and by 
a joint committee of these societies and the Law Society ; and 
that the Council of the Law Society has asked the joint com- 
mittee to prepare a detailed sheme on the lines of the report 
for consideration. We print elsewhere the record of the 
Council of the Law Society on the matter, taken from the 
Law Society’s Gazette for November. 

Probably, as Mr. Russe.t Roserts says, no perfect scheme 
for the remuneration of solicitors’ services is possible, but he 
considers that the scheme thus outlined would mark a substan- 
tial advance onthe present system. The substitution of debit 
notes for detailed costs is, it appears, becoming increasingly 
prevalent and is generally approved by clients; and he ex- 
presses himself as in favour also of the extension of ad valorem 
charges. But in whatever way it may be brought about, he 
points out that it is absolutely necessary that solicitors’ re- 
muneration should be increased to meet a rising expenditure 
and a fall in the value of money. 

Other matters of more public interest will be found discussed 
in Mr.’ Russevt Roserts’ address. He deprecated the retro- 


spective operation of legislation in respect of contracts, an 
instance of which is to be found in the Increase of Rent, &c., 
Act, 1915, which enables certain payments made before the 
Act to be recovered ; and he deprecates, as we have ofter? done, 
the growing disposition of Parliament to delegate its functions, 
and to leave it to subordinate bodies to carry into effect by 
Rules and Orders legislative schemes of which only the outlines 








rr 


are laid down. There is, again, the increasing tendency to 
entrust to Government Departments matters which are prop- 
erly the subject of judicial determination. A further ques- 
tion, brought into prominence by the war, is the recovery of 
compensation where loss is incurred through the exercise of 
the Royal Prerogative, and Mr. Russe.t Roserts notes the in- 
sufficiency of the system under which the War Losses Commis- 
sion works, Hesuggests that the time has come when the Royal 
Prerogative should be abandoned and all losses sustained by 
subjects by the act of Government should give rise to a right of 
action and be compensated as a matter of right ; in other words, 
that the decision of Youncer, J., in Cannon Brewery Co. 
v. Central Control Board (61 Sortcrtors’ JouRNAL, 109) for 
losses due to the action of ‘the Liquor Control Board should 
apply generally: The President’s argument on the subject, 
and his plea that effect should be given to the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Divorce, and legal facilities provided 
for poor people to obtain divorce in cases in which they are by 
law entitled to it, concluded an address of exceptional interest. 











Parliamentary Grants. 
I 


No time could be more opportune than the present for such a 
work as that which has been written by Colonel A. J. V. Durett.* 
It is needless to specify the circumstances of the time which have 
necessitated an unprecedented expenditure of public money amount- 
ing already tg £5,000,000,000, and have called for special measures 
to prevent waste. This was recognised in the earlier part of the year 
by the movement in the House of Commons for the appointment 
of a Committee “to review all national expenditure, examine 
Ministers and officials, and report to the House’—a movement 
which prompted the letter addressed on 25th May by some thirty- 
five members to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and led to the 
appointifient of the Select Committee on Naticnal Expenditure, 
which issued its first report at the end of October. But a perusal 
of Colonel Durett’s book shews that this is only the latest of 
many attempts to keep control over national expenditure, and his 
account of the various steps which have led to the existing system 
of control is at once of great interest and importance. Sir 
Cartes Harris, in his “Foreword,” points out that the science 
of public finance has gradually developed from the most elemen- 
tary and primitive stage, suited to primitive peoples and early 
epochs of civilization, into the intricate and comprehensive science 
needed by modern civilization and economics. Whether his re 
searches have gone back beyond the era of Exchequer tallies into 
prehistoric times, we do not know, but it will be readily accepted 
that “the principles of Parliamentary control over grants, the 
agencies by which such control is effected, and the working prac- 
tice of the system are important not only in themselves, but also 
as a vital section of the whole science of public finance under the 
English Constitution.” 

We are all familjar with the constitutional principle that it is 
for the House of Commons to control the finances of the country, 
a principle now made statutory by the Parliament Act, 1911, 
and this involves not only the raising of the required supplies, 
but the appropriation of them to the intended purposes. “The 
prohibition of raising taxes,” says Colonel Dure.t, “ without 
Parliamentary authority would be nugatory if the proceeds, even 
of legal taxes, could be expended at the will of the Sovereign. 
The right, therefore, of appropriation was a logical consequence 
of the right of levying supplies.” But this consequence—the right 
te control expenditure—was more difficult to establish in practice, 
and this remained unattainable so long as the executive which 
was responsible for the expenditure was independent of the House 
of Commons. Control over both supply and expenditure dates 
from the establishment of Cabinet government, when the executive 
becdme dependent on the legislature. “ But,” says Colonel DurEtt, 
“not only does this form of government bring the administration 
of finance under the control of the House of Commons ; it achieves 
far more. It ensures the conditions which are essential to the 
efficiency of that administration—publicity and responsibility.” 
He arrives at the conclusion that in its constitutional aspect, the 
English system of finance and the rules for financial administré 
tion are based on the principle of supreme control by the House 
of Commons, and the machinery, by which it works, has been built 


—— 





* The Principles and Practice of the System of Cont’ol over Parliamentary Grants 
By Col. A. J. t. Durell, C.B., Chief Paymaster, War Office. With a Foreword by Sir 
Cha les Barris, K.C.B., Assistant Financial Secretary, War Office. Gieves Publishidg 
Co., Ltd., Portemouth. John Hogg, London. 
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* up, developed, extended and modified to meet the requirements of 


- 


that principle. 

The chief point in this system of control is that no portion of 
the public money shall be arrested in its progress to the Exchequer, 
and resolutions to this effect were passed by the House of Commons 
in 1848 and 1857. This essential principle was made statutory 
by the Exchequer and Audit Departments Act, 1866, which re- 
quires that revenues, after deduction only of payments for™raw- 
backs, repayments and discounts, shall be paid to “the account of 
His Majesty’s Exchequer” at the Bank of England and Ireland. 
There they go into one central fund called “the Consolidated 
Fund,” and from this fund alone the grants quthorized by Parlia- 
ment are issued. The Act, says Sir Cuartes Harris, has been 
described as the charter of our financial system: “ Unpopular at 
first because it imposed restraint in place of unfettered irrespon- 
sibility, it soon proved its value not only to Parliament but also 
to those who were brought under control, and is now universally 
recognized as supplying the best foundation which could have been 
devised for the English constitutional system.” 

The House of Commons does its financial work by means of Com- 
mittee of Supply and Committee of Ways and Means. All pro- 
posals as~to taxes or grants must be considered in the first place 
in committee of the whole House, as a preliminary to legislation, 
and no Bill creating a public charge can be ordered to be brought 
in until there has been a resolution of such a committee sanction- 
ing the grant of public money, or the imposition of a charge upon 
the public. This principle appears to date from 1667, and it was 
re-affirmed by resolution of 29th March, 1707. But the functions 
of the House in Committee of Supply are strictly limited. It con- 
siders the proposals for grants laid before it by the Ministers con- 
cerned, and it may vote or refuse a grant, or reduce it as a whole, or 
by. striking out particular items, but it cannot increase a proposed 
grant. This can only be done by making an amended proposal, or 
by the presentation of a supplementary estimate. And a grant 
when voted is in the nature of a maximum. It is the limit up to 
which, save under exceptional circumstances, expenditure may be 
made. There remains the question how the money for the grants 
which have been voted is to be obtained, and this is considered in 
Committee of Ways and Means, thé duty of which is “to raise or 
consider such portion of the public revenue as is needed to meet 
the expenditure required for the service of the Crown during the 
current year; and to vote money from the proceeds of taxation 
te cover grants in supply.” Thus it has the twofold function of 
deciding on taxes which are being granted for the first time, or 
which need revision or renewal, and of arranging the proceeds of 
taxation to cover the supply grants. _The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s annual budget statement provides the basis for the 
performance of the first of these duties, but the second is per- 
formed independently of that statement, and consists in authoriz- 
ing the application of moneys in the Consolidated Fund to the 
purposes sanctioned in Supply. 

When these Committees have done their work, the result takes 
statutory form in the Consolidated Fund and Appropriation Acts 
which are passed each year. A Consolidated Fund Act is neces- 
sary before any issues can be authorized out of the Consolidated 
Fund, and such an Act must be passed before 1st April in each 
year; otherwise the Army, the Navy, and the Civil Service, and 
other Government Services will be at a standstill on that day. 
Thus it is not so much the need of supply that makes the annual 
meeting of Parliament necessary ; for supply can be fed up to a 
certain point by the proceeds of the permanent taxes. The inter- 
vention of Parliament is required to direct the annual appropria- 
tion of supplies to specific purposes. But the Consolidated Fund 
Acts only authorize the issue out of that fund of lump sums to 
be applied generally “towards making good the supply granted 
for the service” of the particular year. The final appropriation | 
of grants is made by the Appropriation Act which comes at the 
close of the session and winds up the financial work for the year. 

But the passing of these Acts, though they are the ultimate | 


| to prison for periods varying 





Books of the Week. 


Military Service.— The Tribunal Hand-Book. By J. H- 
Worrat (Chairman of the Military Service Committee for the 
London Mercantile Chamber). 4th Edition, considerably enlarged. 
The London Mercantile Chamber (Limited), 44, Bedford-row, W.C. 
2s net, 


The Tribunal Manual, containing The Military Service Acts 
1916 and 1917: The Regulations and Instructions, and Cases 
Decided by the Central Tribunal, and Decisions of the Courts, with 
Notes, &c. By Tuos. W. Francis, Clerk to the Ellesmere Port 
and Whitby Local Tribunal. The Cheshire Publishing Co., Whitby 
near Chester. 


International Law.—International Law and Practice, with 
Appendices, containing Hague Conventions of 1907, Declaration of 
London, 1909 (with Drafting Committee’s Report), &e. By Sir 
THomas Barciay, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
15s. net. 


The Journal of Comparative Legislation and International Law. 
Edited for the Society of Comparative Legislation by Sir JoHn 
MacponELL, K.C.B., LL.D.,F.B.A. New series, No. 39, Nov. 1917. 
John Murray‘ 6s. 








Correspondence. 


The Ministry of Reconstruction : “Legal Adviser.” 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Si,—From a list of names published recently and headed “ Re- 
construction Staff,” it would seem that a very young man has been 
appointed as “Legal Adviser.” It is difficult to see how this 
appointment can be justified either from the larger point of view 
of the public or the more limited point of view of the profession. 
Surely such a man for such a job should be a man who has touched 
life for some years at many points and legal life at all points. 
There are many men of good capacity and wide experience in both 
branches from whom choice could be made and who would readily 
act in an honorary capacity if requested to do so. One such man 
| from each branch of the profession should be chosen, and not until 
| then will any help from a lawyer be of any real assistance to the 
Reconstruction Committee. Surely this is a matter for the Minister 
of National Service, whose professed duty it is to see that the right 
man gets into the right place. Harvey Cuirton. 


4, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn. Dec, 5. 





Prison or Friendship ? 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 

Sir,—The State Children’s Association is deeply concerned at 
the number of boys between fifteen and eighteen who are being sent 
from seven days to six months. 

The overcrowded state of Reformatories and Borstal Institutions 
—due to the tide of lawlessness which has risen amongst the young 
as a result of war conditions—is perhaps responsible in some 
measure for this state of things. Whatever its cause, it is deplor- 
able that young persons should become familiarised with prison 
life and conditions and thus be thrust fusther into crime. For our 
prison system—as we know to our cost—is never reformative. 
Moreover, imprisonment is unnecessary, for the Justices have 
another method which they can employ for young delinquents, whose 





desire for adventure and whose inexperience of life have landed 


| them in the juvenile or in the ordinary police court. 


In some London and Provincial Courts the system of probation 


| is used with such admirable effect that numbers of young persons, 
| after a probationary term, make no further appearance before the 


Justices. In others this method is employed but little and in a 


authorities for the issue of moneys out of the Consolidated Fund, | fashion which prohibits success. 


still leave certain formalities to be attended to, and these, Colonel | 


In August last, the Home Office issued a valuable letter to 


DvrEtt points out, afford valuable guarantees for the legality of | Justices, calling their,attention to the need for an increased use 


the issues, and so guard against any being made other than those | of probation and pointing out the advisability of securing voluntary 
which Parliament has authorized. The grants are made to the helpers, to prevent Probation Officers being overburdened with 


Sovereign. Before they can be utilized they must be placed at the 
disposal of the Treasury by a Royal Order under the sign manual. 
On receipt of such an Order the Treasury is in a position to make 
@ requisition for them on the Comptroller and Auditor-General, 
and this official grants the necessary credit to the Treasury after 
satisfying himself of the legality of the requisition. “Finally, 
the’ Treasury orders the Bank of England or Ireland to transfer 
the sums from the Exchequer Account to the Paymaster-General, 
by whom issues are made to the respective accounting officers.” 


(To be continued. ) 


cases, as some of them undoubtedly are. The letter emphasized 
the necessity of securing as probation workers “persons of intelli- 
gence, active and in real sympathy with those coming under their 
supervision,” and stated that some of the existing officers are too 
old or are wanting in a knowledge of modern reformative methods. 


| It is undoubtedly true that the best help obtainable is not too good 
| to be of service to eager and imaginative youth. 


The purpose of this letter, therefore, is to appeal to such of 
your readers—men or women—as have sympathy with and under- 
standing of the young, to offer their services to their local Bench 
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of Magistrates as voluntary Probation Officers for one, two or more 
children, as their time and powers permit. There can be no more 
important work than that of befriending those boys and girls who 
are rapidly graduating for citizenship. It is confidently affirmed 
that the seeds of criminality are sown before the age of sixteen. 
We venture to affirm with equal confidence that under the influence 
of a steadying friendship the greater number of the juvenile 
offenders of to-day would become trustworthy citizens of to-morrow. 


Lytrron, Chairman. 
Henry Bentinck, )} 
Grorce Toutmin, f 
Atpert Spicer, Chairman of Parlia- 
mentary Committee. 


(Signed) 


Vice-Chairmen, 


Louise OLIVER, ) 
Franca Buxton, J 
Henrietta O. Barnett, Hon. Secretary. 
State Children’s Association, 53, Victoria-street, S.W. 1. 
Dec. 1. 


Hon. Treasurers. 


The Increase of Rent, &c., Act and Recovery of 
Possession, 

[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 
Having regard to the terms of section 1, sub-section 3, of the 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest(War Restrictions) Act, 1915, 
can a landlord recover possession of property where a tenant holds 
over whose tenancy has expired by effluxion of time without any 
application to the Court under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 
1914-1917? ‘This point is arising frequently in respect of expiring 
three years’ tenancy agreements where the tenant objects to quit 
and the landlord desires possession, and the matter is one of doubt. 
Perhaps some of your readers have had occasion to test the ques- 
tion and can assist me with their experience. TRUSTEE. 


Sr, 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY CO. v. HELPS. 29th and 30th 
November. 

—Injurny By Accipent—RatLway Porter— 

INcLUSION OF Tips In CaLcuLaTInG “ EaRn- 

Acr, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), 


WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
[irs FROM PASSENGERS 
ING WORKMEN S COMPENSATION 
Scnep. 1 (2) (a). 

Held, that where a railway company did not prohibit their servants 
from receiving tips from passengers, such gratuities must be taken into 
account by the arbitrator in assessing a porter’s ‘‘ average weekly earn- 
ings’ for the purposes of compensation. y 

Appeal by the railway company from a decision of the Court of 
Appeal (reported 61 Soxicrrors’ JournaL 490, 10 B. W. C. C. 3516). 
I'he appellants contended that the case did not fall within the decision 
in Penn vy. Spiers & Pond (Limited) (1908, 1 K. B. 766, 1 B. W. C. C. 
401) because there the employers agreed to allow the waiters employed 
on restaurant cars to take and keep whatever tips they received from 
Che right to include such gratuities as earnings rested on 
a contract. Here there was a direct prohibition against soliciting tips, 
although it was admitted that no attempt was made to stop passengers 
giving tips, and that it was recognised that the porters did get tips 
At the clese of the appellants’ case, 

Lord Duneptn said: It had been sought by the railway company to 
limit the meaning of “earnings”? to what the workman got directly 
by contract from his employers, and therefore the county court judge 
was wrong in holding that, although this man’s average weekly wages 
were £1 5s. 10d., “ tips which averaged 12s. a week should be 
included in his “earnings’’ for the purpose of arriving at his com 
pensation. The simple answer was that the statute did not say so, and 
as a matter of fact, the employer in a case where there was a known 
practicé of giving tips obviopsly got the man’s services for rather less 
direct wages than he would have done if the man had no other source 
of renuneration. The employer in this case was obviously party and 
privy the whole arrangement. But while so holding he desired to make 
it quite clear that this decision did not extend to tips or gratuities 
which were illicit, which involved or encouraged neglect of duty, or 
which were casual and sporadic, or trivial in amount. He desired | 
express his entire agreement with the decision of the Court of Appea 
The result was that these tips were part of thd 
He moved that the appeal should be dis, 


passe ngel 5S. 


daily. 


in Penn's case 
man’s ordinary earnings. 
missed with costs. ‘ 

Lords ATKINSON, Parker, SumneR, and Parmoor agreed. Order 
accordingly.—Counset, for the appellants, Schiller, K.C., and Cotes- 
Preedy; for the respondent, Holman Gregory, K.C., and Wethered. 
Soricrrors, L. B. Page; Church, Adams, & Co., tor A. #. Withy, Bath. 


{Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barrieter-at-Law.) 


(supra). 
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Court of Appeal. / 


Re FR. MEYERS SOHN (LIM.).. No. 1. 1st November. 


War — Enemy-ContRottep Company — Business DIRECTED TO Be 
Wounpb-up—COoNTROLLER—Power To Distrisute SURPLUs AssETs— 
TMvDING witH THE ENEMY AMENDMENT ACT, 1916 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, . 
105), s. 1 (3). 

The Board of Trade has no power to direct a controller appointed 
under the T'rading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, to distribute 
assets in his hands, so far as they are not required for payment of the debts 
of the business and the costs of the winding-up among the shareholders 
of the company. 

Appeal from a decision of Younger, J. (reported 61 Soxicrrors’ 
Journal, 546; 1917, 2 Ch. 201). A summons was taken out by the 
controller of a company appointed by the Board of Trade to have it 
determined whether, under the concluding words of section 1 (3) of the 
lrading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, the company not being 
in liquidation, the assets in his hands, so far as they were not requireu 
for payments of the debts of the business and the costs of the winding- 
up, were divisible among the shareholders, or ought to be held for or 
on account of the company or its assigns. The summons came before 
Younger, J., who held that the surplus assets could not be distributed 
among the company’s members. The controller appealed. 

THe Court (SWINFEN KADY, WARRINGTON, and ScrutToN, L.JJ.) held 
that the decision appealed from was right and dismissed the appeal.— 
CounskL, for the controller, Gore-Browne, K.C., and Winifred Hunt; 
for the Board of Trade, Sir Gordon Hewart, 8.-G., and Austen-Cartmell. 
Soxicitors, eynolds & Miles; Solicitor to the Board of Trade, 

[Reported by Eusxins Rad, Sarrister-at-Lew.| 


THE KING v. INLAND REVENUE COMMISSIONERS. Ex parte 
W. F., FENWICK & Cy, No. 1. 29th November, 
ReveNuE—INCOME-Tax—Excess PRorits ‘TaxX—REMUNERATION 10 

MANAGING DiRECTORS OUT or PROFITS—DEDUCTION FROM ASSESSMENT 

OF THE BUSINESS—DISCRETION OF COMMISSIONERS—FINANCE (NO. 2) 

Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Gro. 5, c. 89), ScHepuLE LY., Parr I., PAR. 5. 

The Commissioners of Inland Revenue disallowed in the assessment 
of the profits of a company to excess profits tax more than what had 
been allowed, except a certain sum, in the last pre-war trade year, on 
account of the remuneration of managing directors who were paid a 
percentage of the profits of the business. 

Held, dismissing the appeal, that it was a matter of discretion for the 
Commissioners whether more or less should be allowed than in the last 
pre-war trade year. 

Appeal from a decision of the Divisional Court (reported 61 Soxici- 
rors’ JouRNAL, 492; 1917, 2 K. B. 405), discharging a rule nisi for 
mandamus to the Commissioners. The appellants were a company with 
a wharfinger business, and certain trading steamers. Before the war 
they agreed to remunerate their three managing directors by dividing 
between them a sum of £5,000 and 10 per cent. out of the profits of the 
company. For the year ended 3lst December, 1913, the remuneration 
consisted in all of some £12,000. In the year ended 3lst December, 
1915, the remuneration amounted to more than £23,000. In assessing 
the compapy to excess profits tax, the Commissioners allowed the deduc- 
tion of the pre-war remuneration and a further sum of £6,000, or £2,000 
for each director. The company contended that the Commissioners were 
bound to allow the whole sum of £23,000, and it obtained a rule nist 
to the Commissioners to allow a deduction of the whole remuneration. 
Without calling on the respondents, 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., said the whole question turned on the parenthetic 
words in par. 5 of Schedule 4, Part 1, of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, 
which provided that ‘‘ unless the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
owing to any special circumstances or to the fact that the remuneration 
of any manager or managing directors depends on the profits of the 
trade or business, otherwise direct. Tne appellants’ contention in effect 
was that those words only gave a discretion to the Commissioners to 
determine whether there were any special circumstances ; and once that 
was found in the affirmative, the whole of the excess remuneration must 
be allowed. He did not accept that limited interpretation of the words. 
He thought the view taken by the Divisional Court was rignt, and the 
appeal failed. s 

WARRINGTON and Scrutton, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like effect, 
and the appeal was dismissed with costs.—CouNsEL, for the appellants, 
Disturnal, K.C., and Bremner; for the respondents, Sir F. H. Smith, 
A.-G., and H. 7. Parr. Soxicrrors, Deacon & Co. ; Solicitor of Inland 


Revenue. 
[Reported by Ensxins Reip, Barrister-at-Law.} 


SADDINGTON v. ISLIP IRON CO. (LIM.). No.1. 22nd November. 
WorxkmeEN’s CompENSATION—ToraL OR PartiaL INCAPACITY FOR Work 
RESULTING FROM THE InNsuRyY—CHAPPED Hanps—Sepric Poisoninec— 
FINDING BY ARBITRATOR THAT THE HaNbD was PorsoNED WHILE AT 
Work—Prectsse Source or InFecTION UNCERTAIN—WORKMEN’S COM- 
PENSATION Act, 1907 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), ScHxp. I., 1 (b). 
A workman employed as a furnace labourer by the respondents in 
the course of his work was required to shovel up and screen calcined 
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ore. It was cold, freety weather, anl he had bad chilblains on his 
hands. On 18th February, while so working, a frost crack in his 
hand opened and bled, and bled so freely that he got a fellow-workman 
to bind up his hand with his handkerchief. On the following day septic 
poisoning set in, and for a time he was unable to work. The arbitrator 
found that the microbes entered the frost crack while the man was 
working on 18th February; that calcined ore dust was liable to render 
a sore septic; but he said he could not decide whether the microbes 
came from the calcined dust, or from the man’s handkerchief, or from 
some other source, which had not even been suggested ; and he, there- 
fore, made his award for the respondents. 

Held, that the arbitrator, having found that the man’s incapacity for 
work was due toa poisoned hand caused by an injibry which had opened 
a crack through which some microbe had entered and produced septi 
poisoning, the accident arose out of and in the course of his employ 
ment, and he was entitled to compensation. 

Appeal by the workman from an award in favour of the employers at 
the hearing of a claim for compensation before his Honour Judge Roland 
Burrows, sitting as Deputy Judge at the Thrapston and Oundle County 
Court. The ground of the appeal was that the Deputy Judge mis 
directed himself in not holding that the precise source of the infection 
was immaterial. 

SwinFen Eapy, L.J., alter stating the facts as outlined in the head 
note, said the workman, although having chaps or frost cracks on his 
hands, went to his work on 18th February. The cracks in his hand 
occasioned him no trouble or pain, and the hand was not wrapped up. 
He was working on a night-shift, certainly from 8 p.m. to 8 a.m., with 
an interval for his supper. The work he was engaged in, shovelling up 
and throwing against a screen calcined ore, was very heavy work, and 
between 8 and 9 p.m., while so working, the crack in his hand opened 
and bled, and bled to such an extent that he had to get a man to come 
and bind up his hand. This the man did, with Saodington’s own 
handkerchief. The judge, although finding that the hand had become 
poisoned during this night-shift, said he could not decide whether the 
microbe came from the calcined dust, or whether they came from the 
man’s handkerchief (which, obviously, might not have been very clean) ; 
or, in the third place, whether the dust which would in the ordinary 
course be on the man’s hand might not have come out of the atmosphere, 
or elsewhere, and not from any source mentioned. It was sufficient to 
say that the conditions which were proved were such as to lead to the 
inference that the hand was poisoned during the time that the judge 
found that it was, and poisoned from the entrance of the microbes during 
that time. The result was this : that the man’s incapacity to work re 
sulted from the injury caused by the crack opening and becoming 
poisoned. Upon these facts being found, the workman was entitled to 
an award in his favour, as he though* it was not material to allocate 
the precise source from which the microbes started on their journey 
and ultimately reached the man’s hand and poisoned it. The appeal 
must therefore be allowed. 

Warrineron and Scrutton, L.JJ., gave judgment to the liffe effect.— 
CounssL, for the appellant, Filis Hill; for the respondent, Douglas 
Knocker, Soxicrrors, Arthur Neal d: Son, for Neal d Co., Sheffield ; 
EB. J. Stokes, for F. Newton, Kettering. 

[Reported by Exsxivs Rzrp, Barrister-at-Leaw.} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


FLINT v. THE-APTORNEY GENERAL. Neville, J. 19th November, 

Army—CLaAIM FoR EXEMPTION FROM MILITARY SERVICE—TRIBUNAL TO 
DETERMINE sucH CLaImM—‘‘ Crvitz Court ’’—ARmy Act, 1881 (44 & 45 
Vict. c. 58), s. 190, suBsections 31 anp 35—Mzuitary SERVIce ACTs. 

_ Anaction will not lie in the High Court for a declaration that a person 

is under no obligation in law to comply with a notice calling him up for 


,military service under the Military Service Acts. 


The High Court of Justice is not a civil court within the meaning of 
the definition of ‘‘ civil court ’’ in section 190 (31) of the Army Act, 1881, 
and the legislature has by section 1 (2) of the Military Service Act, 
1916 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 104), pointed out the particular tribunal to try 
questions under the Military Service Acts. 

Dyson v. The Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 158) does not apply to 


such a case as this. 


This was an action commenced by writ issued by the plaintiff on the 
day before a notice expired calling him up for military service under 
the Military Service Acts. By his statement of claim the plaintiff 
alleged that he was a regular minister of a religious denomination—that 
is to say, that he was wholly employed by the London Evangelization 
Society at a salary as a minister and preacher of the Christian religion. 
and that he had the sole charge of four mission halls at Egham, in 
Surrey, and had no other occupation. By the prayer of his statement of 
claim the plaintiff claimed a declaration that he was under no obligation 
in law to comply with the notice, and that the notice was illegal and 
ultra vires, and of no effect as against him. The defence of the Attorney- 
General, while not admitting the plaintiff's allegations, pleaded that the 
action was not maintainable. The proceedings by the military author- 
ities against the plaintiff for non-compliance with the notice were stand- 
ing over pending the trial of this action. Counsel for the plaintiff sub 
mitted that he came within the exception in paragraph 4 of the First 
Schedule to the Military Service Act, 1916, which exempted “ persons 


| in holy orders or who are regular ministers of any religious denomina- 





tion,’ and contended that the Court had jurisdiction to make a declara- 
tory order, against the Attorney-General as representing the Crown. They 
referred to Dyson v. The Attorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 158). Counsel 
for the Crown contended that Dyson v. The Attorney-General (1912, 1 
Ch. 158) did not apply. They contended that the question raised by 
the defendant was a question only to be decided on proceedings before 
a “civil court,’’ which by sub-section 31, of section 190, of the Army 
Act, 1881, meant a court of ordinary criminal jurisdiction, and included 
a court of summary jurisdiction, and that accordingly the jurisdiction 
of the High Court was excluded. 

NEVILLE, J., after stating the facts, said : I do not express any opinion 
on the merits of this case, because I hold that the action does not lie 
here. The Legislature has, by the Military Service Act, 1916 (5 & 6 


questions, namely, a ‘‘ civil court ’’ as defined by section 190 (31) of the 
Army Act, 1881, and the High Court is not a civil court within the mean- 
ing of that definition. The action therefore must be dismissed.— 
COUNSEL, (‘ompston, K.C., and #, Williams; Austen-Cartmell and 
Branson. Sotrcrrors, Vngall d& Crane; The Treasury Solicitor, 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re LOVELESS, 
WILL 


FARRER v. LOVELESS. 
CONSTRUCTION—GIFT 
WHETHER 


Eve, J. 
CLEAR ANNUITY OF 
Income Tax. 


16th November. 
OF- “A £2,000 ’’— 
FREE OF 

A testator, after directing that all legucies and annuities thereby be- 
queathed should be paid free of estate, settlement estate, legacy or 
succession duty becoming payable thereon, gave to his wife “a clear 
annuity of £2,000.”’ 

Held, that the wife was not entitled to the annuity free of income tax, 

sy his will, dated 18th July, 1902, the testator, after appointing 
executors and trustees and giving various legacies and annuities and 
devising a freehold house, bequeathed legacies and annuities to servants, 
directing them to be in addition to any wages owing to them, and he 
directed that all the legacies and annuities thereby bequeathed should 
be paid free of estate, settlement estate, legacy or succession duty 
becoming payable thereon. The testator then devised and bequeathed 
all his residuary, real and personal estate to his trustees upon trust for 
sale and conversion, and out of the proceeds thereof to pay his funeral 
expenses and debts, and to provide for the said legacies and annuities, 
and to invest the residue and hold two equal third parts thereof upon 
trust out of the income to pay to his wife ‘‘ a clear annuity of £2,000” 
during her widowhood, and, in the event of her marrying again, then 
during the remainder of her life a clear reduced annuity of £1,0U0 for 
her separate use, the respective annuities to be paid by equal quarterly 
payments. The testator authorized his trustees to appropriate and 
retain out of the fund a sufficient portion to answer the said annuity, 
with power to resort to the capital in case of a deficiency. The testator 
died in November, 1916. This summons was taken out by the trustees 
to have it determined, inter alia, whether the widow was entitled to 
receive the annuity free of income tax. 

Ever, J.—On the authorities as they stand I am satisfied that I should 
be departing from a well-established rule if I were to hold that the 
addition of the word ‘‘clear’’ to the annuity is in itself sufficient to 
carry with it the additional gift of the income tax thereon. The 
matter has been considered in a number of cases where other words have 
been added to the word ‘“‘clear’’ to interpret its meaning, as in 
Peareth v. Marriott (22 Ch. D. 182) and Gleadow y. Leetham (22 Ch. D. 
269). In the latter case Kay,*J., had to consider the words, ‘“‘ the 
clear yearly sum .. . free from all deductions and abatements whiatso- 
ever,” and he held that the annuity was not given free from income 
tax. I therefore hold that in the present case, having regard to those 
decisions and to the recent case of Re Saillard, Pratt v. Gamble (1917, 
2 Ch. 140), I should be shutting my eyes to the authorities if I were 
to hold that the words of the gift in the* present case entitled the 
annuitant to receive the annuity free of income tax. Moreover, there 
are other indications in the present case which go to influence my de- 
cision. The word ‘‘clear”’ is properly applicable to the instalments of 
legacy duty payable in respect of the annuity, and, as was pointed out 
by counsel for the residuary legatees, there would be great difficulty 
in making an appropriation of a sum sufficient to satisfy the fixed 
annuity and the further sum payable in respect of income tax for each 
year, the amount of which it would be impossible to predict. For 
these reasons I hold that this annuity is not free from income tax.— 
Counset, J. M. Paterson; Sanger;-F. EB. Farrer. Soricitors, Farrer 
d& Co.; Young, Jackson, Beard, & King. 

(Reported by &. E. Wiitiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re MELLODY. BRANDWOOD v. HADEN. Eve, J. 22nd November. 

CHARTTY—CHARITABLE BequestT—GiIrr ror CHILDREN’s ANNUAL TREAT—~ 
ADVANCEMENT OF EpvucaTion—PusLic PURposES—VALIDITY. 

A bequest of income to provide an annual treat or field day for the 

school children of T. is a good charitable gift. 


By her will Mary Mellody gave the net proceeds of sale of certain 
premises to the vicar and trustees of St. Anne’s Church, Turton, upon 
trust to hold the fund as to one equal half part of the net inco te 
provide for an annual treat or tea party for the aged poor people of 
Turton, and as to the other equal half part of such income to provid 
an annual treat or field day for the school children of Turton, or as 





many of such children as the same would provide for, such annual treat 


Geo. 5, c. 104), s. 1 (2), pointed out a particular tribunal to decide these . 
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or field day to take place on the nearest Saturday to 21st May in 
each year, being the anniversary of the birthday of the testatrix, and she 
directed that the vicar and trustees should have full power to elect what 
persons should be entitled to participate in such treat. This summons 
was taken out to have it determined whether the gift to provide an 
annual treat for the school children of Turton was a good charitable 


bequest. 
Eve, J.—I think the gift for the school children’s treat can be 
supported on two grounds The first ground is that it tends to the 


advancement of education. Such a treat need not involve the orgies 
of a juvenile beanfeast, but may lead the children to a better apprecia- 
tion of the objects of Nature. There is also much force in the argu- 
ment that the possibility of being selected for the treat may tend to 


encourage in the children regularity in attendance at school, and may | 


be an incentive to industry. The second ground on which the gift can 
be supported is that it is a gift for public purposes; that is, for a 
particular section of the public, namely, the children of Turton. The 
gift, therefore, is to a large and very important section of the com- 
munity. On these grounds I hold the bequest is a good charitable 
bequest, and I direct the fund to be transferred to the trustee of 
funds and a scheme to be prepared for the administration 
of the fund Counset, Manning; Luxrmoore ; St. John Clerke; Austen 
Cartmell Souicrrors, Cole d& Jackson, for Broadbent & Heelis, 
Bolton: Woodcock, Ryland, & Parker, for Woodcock & Sons, Hasling- 
den; The Treasury Solicitor 
[Reported by 8. E. Witttms, Barrister-at-Law.] 


¢haritable 


He TARAPACA AND TOCOPILLA NITRATE CO. (LIM.). Younger, J. 


20th November. 
CompaANy—ReEpuctrion or CApITAL—PRACTICE, 


A petition for the reduction of the capital « of a company mast state 
that the capnt al propos ed to be paid off is in excess of the wants of the 
Company 

In a petition for confirmation by the Court of a reduction of capital, 
the reduction taking the form of paying-off paid-up share capital, and 
the pote yn not alleging that such capital was in excess of the wants of 
the company, 

You NGER, J in confirming tl reduction, subject to an affidavit 
being produced to the effect that the company would still have 
capital sufficient for its needs after such payment off, required the peti 
tion to be amended by stating that the capital proposed to be paid off 
was in excess of the wants of the company in view of the desirability in 
these cases that there should be uniformity of practice The learned 
judge was informed by the registrar that a statement on the petition to 
the above effect was always re« quired when such a an was presented 
to the Court to which company wing-up matters were assigned.] His 
lordship stated that he knew that Neville, J., agreed with him in think- 
ing that there ought so far as possible to be complete uniformity in all 
matters relating to petitions which under the exis “— r practice might be 
presented indifferently either to the Court in winding up or to the 
ordinary courts of the Chancery Division. Counset, Romer, K.C., and 
Cecil P. Turner Sotrcrrors. Budd, Johnson & Jacks, 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-et-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 
On 29th November the Royal Assent was given to the following 
Acts :— 
Parliament and Local Elections (No. 2) Act, 1917 
Air Force (Constitution) Act, 1917. 
Order in Council. 
CHANGE IN COUNTY COURT DISTRICT. 

It is hereby ordered, that 


(1) From and after the lst day of January next, the County Court 
of Staffordshire held at Cheadle shall cease to - held at Cheadle, and 
the Jurisdiction and District now appertaining to the County Court of 


Staffordshire held at Cheadle shall, as from that date, be transferred 
to the County Courts of Staffordshire held at Stoke-upon-Trent and 
Longton, Leek, and Uttoxeter, as hereinaftet ordered. 

(2) The Parishes of Cheadle, Caverswall, Dilhorne (including the 
Township or Liberty of Forsbrook) and Draycott-in-the-Moors shall 
be transferred from the District of the County Court of Staffordshire 
now held at Cheadle to the Distriet of the County Court of Stafford 
shire held at Stoke-upon-Trent and Longton 

The Parishes of Cauldon, Cheddleton (including the Township of 
Consall), the Township of Cotton and the Parishes of [pstones, 
Kingsley, and Oakamoor, shall be transferred from the County Court 
of Staffordshire now held at Cheadle to the County Court of Stafford 
shire held at Leek. : e 

The Parishes of Alton, Bradley-in-the-Moors, Checkley (including 
Tean), and Croxden, and the Township of Farley, shall be transferred 
from the County Court of Staffordshire now held at Cheadle to the 
County Court of Staffordshire held at Uttoxeter, 





27 Nov. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette for 30th November contains the following :— 


1. A Notice that appointments have been made to the Appeal Tri- 
bunals under the Military Service Act, 1916, as follows :—County of 
London (4, including Mr. H. T. Kemp, K.C., Recorder of Hull), County 
of Kent (1), County of Stafford (2). 

2. An Order and General Permit of the Minister of Munitions, dated 
Oth November (printed below), relating to Steel. 

3. The Sale of Waste (Worsted and Hosiery) No. 2 Order, 1917, 
made by the Army Council, dated 24th November (printed below). 


The London Gazette for 4th December contains the following :— 


4. An Order in Council, dated 27th November, explaining the Cyprus 
(Annexation) Order in Council of 5th November, 1914, and making 
further provision regarding the position of Ottoman subjects born in 
Cyprus and resident elsewhere on 5th November, 1914. 

5. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 30th November (printed below), as 
to British Cargoes ex Enemy Vessels in United States Ports. 

6. A Board of Trade Order, dated 4th December (printed below), as 
to Home Grown Timber. 

7. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
another business—Groos, Limited, Verulam-street, corner ’Baldwin’s- 
place, London, E.C. Factors of French Binoculars, etc.—to be wound 
up, bringing the total to 501. 

8. An Order of the Minister of Munitions, dated 3rd December 
(printed below), declaring Coventry a special area for the purpose of 
Defence of the Realm Regulation 2a (2). 

9. Army Council Orders, dated 29th November, and 4th December 
(printed below), as to Sheep Skins, and the use of Olive Oil for 
Woollen and Worsted Goods. 

10. A Notice that the following Orders have been. made by the 
Food Controller :— 

The Butter (Distribution) Order, 
(printed below). 

The Potatoes Order, dated 8th November, 1917, General Licence 
(printed below). 

The Dtedge Corn Order, dated 17th November, 1917 (printed 
below). 

The Potatoes Order 
November, 1917. 

The Seed Potatoes (1917 Crop) Order, dated 12th November, 
1917. 

The Oats Products (Retail Prices) Order, dated 10th November, 
1917 (printed below). 

The Margarine (Maximum Prices) Order, dated 10th November, 
1917 (printed below). 

11. An Admiralty Order, dated lst December (printed below), as to 
a forbidden area in the Irish Sea. 


dated 14th November, 1917 


(Scotland), General Licence, dated 8th 


Army Council Orders, 
THE SALE OF WASTE (WORSTED AND HOSIERY) 
ORDER, 1917. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm, Regulations, the Army Council hereby order as follows : 

1. No person shall sell after the 30th day of November, 1917, to 
any spinner or manofacturer any laps or waste or any blends or material 
wholly or partly composed thereof, without a permit issued by or on 
behalf of the Director of Wool Te xtile Production, or at prices exceeding 
those set out in Schedule ‘‘ A ”’ hereto annexed, or at such other prices 
as in any particular case may be allowed by or on behalf of the Director 
of Wood Textile Production. 

2. No person shall, without a permit beni by or on behalf of the 
Director of Wood Textile Production, sell for export any laps or waste. 

3. The remuneration of dealers in laps or waste shall be determined at 
the rates and for the services set out in Schedule ‘‘ B ’”’ hereto annexed, 
and no dealer shall make any sale of laps or waste at a price exceeding 
the purchase price thereof by more than the amount to which he may 
be entitled under such scale of charges, having regard to the services 
performed by him. 

4. All persons having in their custody or contro] any laps or waste shall 
furnish such particulars as to their business as may be required by or 
on behalf of the Director of Wool Textile Production. 

5. No person shall, without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Wool Textile Production, deliver any laps or waste in pur- 
suance of any contract entered into prior to the 25th day of June, 1917, 
provided that where such contract shall have been entered into at any 
time prior to the lst day of April, 1917, ne such permit shall be neces- 
sary, and the contracting parties may be and are hereby authorized to 
complete such contract by delivery before the 3lst day of December, 
1917. 

6. No dealer in laps or waste shall, without a permit issued by or on 
behalf of the Director of Wool Textile Production, convert, or cause to 
be converted, any laps into tops. 

7. For the purpose of this Order the expression 
mean laps, waste and other by-products indicated in Schedule ‘‘ A 
hereto annexed, produced in the spinning or manufacture of worsted or 
hosiery material. 


“laps or waste "’ shall 


’” 
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8. The Sale of Waste (Worsted and Hosiery) Order, 1917, is hereby 


cancelled. 


9. This Order shall come into force on the 1st day of December, 1917. 
10. This Order may be cited as the Sale of Waste (Worsted and 


Hosiery) No. 2 Order, 1917. 
By Order of the Army Council, 
R. H. Brape. 
24th November. 
[Scneputes A anv B.] 


a 





USE OF OLIVE OIL IN PRODUCTION OF WOOLLEN AND 
WORSTED GOODS. ‘ 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order as follows :— 
1. No person, the business carried on by whom consists wholly or 
partly in the production or manufacture of woollen or worsted goods, 
shall, after the fifteenth day of December, 1917, without a permit issued 
by or on behalf of the Director of Raw Materials, apply, or cause to be 
applied, any olive oil for the production of tops or yarn. 
2. No person hereinbefore defined shall, without a permit issued by or 
on behalf of the Director of Raw Materials, apply, or cause to be applied, 
any olive oil for the production of tops in quantities exceeding two- 
thirds of the standard recognized by the Bradford Conditioning Mouse. 
By Order of the Army Council, 

R. H. Brave. 

4th December. 


SHEEP SKINS. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order as follows :~ 
No person in Great Britain shall, without a permit issued by or on 
behalf of the Director of Raw Materials, purchase or take delivery 
of any skins taken from sheep or lambs other than skins of the de- 
scription in respect of which a permit to fellmonger has been issued 
to such person under the Order made by the Army Council under 
the said Regulations, and dated 21st day of September, 1917, on 

the subject of Sheepskins. 

By Order of the Army Council, 
R. H. Brave. 
29th November. 


Admiralty Notice to Mariners, 
No. 1249 of the year 1917. 

IRISH CHANNEL—NORTH CHANNEL. 
Restriction of Navigation. 

Former Notices.—Nos. 137, 1039 and 1170 of 1915; Nos. 8, 132, 230, 
352, 458, 584, 704, 838, 970, 1094, 1214 and 1350 of 1916; Nos. 9, 132, 
249, 366, 449, 552, 659, 763, 889, 1025 and 1130 of 1917. 

Mariners are hereby warned that, under the Defence of the Realm 
(Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, the following Regulations have been 
made by the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty and are now in 
force :— 

The navigation and use of the undermentioned area is entirely for- 
bidden to all ships and vessels of every size and nationality : 

Bounded on the North-West by a line joining (a) and (4) : 

(a) Latitude 55° 224’ N., longitude 6° 17’ W. 
(6) Latitude 55° 31’ N., longitude 6° 02’ W. 
Bounded on the South-East by a line joining (c) and (d) : 
(c) Latitude 55° 105’ N., longitude 5° 244’ W. 
(d) Latitude 55° 02’ N., longitude 5° 405’ W. 


Bounded on the South-West by a line joining (a) and (d). 
Bounded on the North-East by a line joining (4) and (c). 


Board of Trade Order. 
HOME GROWN TIMBER PRICES ORDER, 1917. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by Regulations 2r. 
and 213. of the Defence of the Realm Regulations as respects timber, 
the Board of Trade hereby order as follows : 

1, As and from the fourth day of December, 1917, no person shall 
sell or offer for sale, or purchase or offer to purchase any timber 
grown in the United Kingdom at prices exceeding the following :— 

(a). For timber standing or felled in the wood the prices set forth 
in Schedule A hereto annexed. 

(b). For timber in the log delivered free on rail at loading station 
the prices set forth in Schedule B hereto annexed. 

(c). For converted hardwood timber delivered free on rail at 
loading station the prices set forth in Schedule C hereto annexed. 

(d). For converted softwood timber delivered free on rail at 
loading station the prices set forth in Schedule D hereto annexed. 

2. The Home Grown Timber Prices (Great Britain) Order, 1917 
(T.24051), is hereby cancelled without prejudice to any act or thing 
done or suffered or any penalty incurred or proceeding or prosecution 
taken or begun thereunder. 

Signed on behalf of the Board of Trade, this 4th day of December, 
1917. 

H. LLEWELLYN SMITH. 
[ SCHEDULES. | 





Ministry of Munitions Orders and Notice, 
WAR MATERIAL. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon him by Regulation 30a of 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Minister of Munitions hereby 
Orders that the war material to which that Regulation applies shall in- 
clude war material of the following class, that is to say : 
Steel—Slabs, Plates, Strips and pieces cut from Plates, suitable 
for re-rolling. 
Steel—Plates, Sheets and Black Plate, all open annealed produced 
in Sheet Mills. 
30th November. 








NOTICE OF ADDITION TO GENERAL PERMIT. 
With reference to the above Order, the Minister of Munitions hereby 
gives notice that the General Permit of the 1st November, 1916, under 
the Orders of the 7th July and 31st October, 1916, shall henceforth take 
effect as if the war material referred to in the above Order were in- 
cluded in the Order of the 3lst October, 1916, and the following material 
and prices were specified in the Schedule to the said General Permit. 
Provided always that Condition 2 of the said General Permit shall not 
apply to any sale or purchase of the war material referred to in the above 
Order of this date under a contract in writing entered into prior to the 
date of this notice, and that the proviso contained in the said Condition 
that such Condition shall not apply to any sale by a manufacturer of 
finished Steel rolled from Steel purchased by him, or to a sale or pur- 
chase of material the export of which has been duly sanctioned, shall 
not apply to any sale or purchase of the war material referred to in the 
above Order of this date. Provided also that nothing herein contained 
shall affect or prejudice the provisions of the Order of the Minister of 
Munitions as to control of Steel supplies dated the 20th November, 1916. 


[Maximum PRICcEs.] 
30th November. 


SPECIAL MUNITIONS AREA. 
The Minister of Munitions, being of opinion that as respects the area 





All traffic wishing to proceed through the North Channel must pass 
to the southward of Rathlin Island between sunrise and sunset; no 
ship or vessel is to be within 4 miles of Rathfin Island between sunset 
and sunrise. Ne 

Note.—This Notice is a re-publication of the former Notices quoted 
above. 


Caution. 


This Admiralty Notice to Mariners is issued under the —— 
of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and failure to comply strictly 
with the directions contained in it will constitute an offence against 
those Regulations. 5 

Any person found guilty of such an offence is liable to severe penalties 
both of imprisonment and fine. ieee 

Any person aiding or abetting the commission of such an offence is 
himself guilty of an offence against the Regulations. 

Attention is also drawn to the fact that any infringement of the 
directions contained in this Admiralty Notice to Mariners is liable to 
result in the detention of the ship or vessel. 

Authority.—The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty. 

, By Command of their Lordships, 

: J. F. Parry, 
Hydrographer. 


Hydrographic Department, Admiralty, London, 


specified in the Schedule annexed hereto in which the work of manu- 
facturing, producing, repairing, storing, or transporting war material is 
being carried on, the ejectment from their dwellings of workmen em- 
ployed in that work is calculated to impede, delay, or restrict that work, 
hereby, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence 
of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, orders and declares that 
the area specified in the Schedule annexed hereto is a special area for 
the purpose of sub-section 2 of Regulation 2a of the Defence of the 
Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 

Dated this 3rd day of December, 1917. 


SCHEDULE. 


The City of Coventry and the parishes of Foleshill and Stoke, in the 
county of Warwick. 

[For Reg. 2a (2) see 61 Sottcrrors’ Journat, p. 780. The effect is to 
prevent ejectment of munition workers. ] 


Foreign Office Notice. 


BRITISH CARGOES EX ENEMY VESSELS IN UNITED 
STATES PORTS. 


Foreign Office, November 30th, 1917. 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at Washington reports that he has received 





1st December, 1917, 


the following information from the United States Government as regards 
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the procedure to be followed by claimants for the release of British 
cargo ex enemy vessels in United States ports :— 

British consignees who desire to have the merchandise entered for 
consumption should furnish to such persons as they desire to represent 
them at the particular port at which goods may happen to be a duly 
endorsed Bill of Lading and the original invoice covering the consign- 
ments. If, on the other hand, it is desired to export the merchandise 
it may be entered for warehouse and immediate exportation without the 
presentation of a Bill of Lading or invoice, but on the production to 
the Customs Officers of satisfactory evidence to act in the matter. In 
case of exportation of merchandise an export licence will probably be 


required 





Food Orders. 
THE OATS PRODUCTS (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders as follows :- 

1. Maximum pricea for Oat Flour and Oatmeal ]- No person shall 
on or after the 26th November, 1917. sell or offer or expose for sale 
or buy or offer to buy by retail any Oat Flour, Oatmeal, Rolled Oats, 
Flaked Oats or other like products of Oats at prices exceeding the 
maximum prices applicable thereto according to the following table : 


Oatmeal, Rolled Oats, 
Flaked Oats or other 
like products of Oats. 


Oat Flour 


Rate per Rate per 


, S 
Place of Sale. . b. for any) p ie for any 
For every ’ For every ram 
=i.” | quantity 7 | quantity 
7 ibs. . b. : 
- | less than less than 
includedir incladed: nS ws... 
the sale be. the sale |, 7 Tbs. 
te BANC. lincluded in * lineludedin 
the sale | the sale. 
Scotland and the Counties 
of Northumberlan :, Dur 
ham, Cumberland, West- | 
morland, Lanc ishire, s. d. ad s. d, d, 
Yorkshire, and Chesh're 2 3) a 2 0 34 
All other parts of the 
United Kingdom 2 64 1), 2 3 4 


nm 


Bags and Packages, etc.}—The maximum price shall include all 
and other packages and no ade iitional charge shall be 


charges for bags 
No extra charge may be made for giving credit or for 


made therefor 
making delivery. 

3. Proprietary Brands.|—Except in such cases as the Food Controller 
may otherwise determine this Order shall apply to proprietary brands 
of the articles mentioned. 

4. Contracts.}—Where the Food Controller is of opinion that the 
price payable under any contract subsisting at the date of this Order 
for the sale of any Oat Flour, Oatmeal, Rolled Oats, Flaked Oats or 
other like products of Oats is such that the same cannot at the prices 
permitted by this Order be sold by retail at a reasonable profit, he 
may, if he thinks fit, cancel such contract or may modify the terms 
thereof in such manner as shall appear to him to be just. 

5. Meaning of Oat Flour.}—In this Order ‘‘ Oat Flour ’’ means only 
such oat flour as will pass through a silk or wire sieve having not less 
than 48 meshes to the inch. 

6. Fictitious transactions.}—No person shall in connection with the 
sale or disposal or proposed sale or disposal of any Oat Flour, Oatmeal, 
Rolled Oats, Flaked Oats or other like products of Oats, enter or offer 
to enter into any fictitious or artificial transaction, or make or demand 
any unreasonable charge. 

7. Infringement.}—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

8. Revocation.}—The Oats and Maize Products (Retail Prices) Order 
1917, as amended by the Oats and Maize Products (Retail Prices) No. 2 
Order, 1917, is hereby revoked so far as concerns Oat Flour, Oatmeal, 
Rolled Oats, Flaked Oats and other like products of Oats as from the 
26th November, 1917, but without prejudice to any proceedings in 
respect of any contravention thereof, 

9. 7Vitle.|—This Order may be cited as the Oats Products (Retail 
Prices) Order, 1917. ° 
By order of the Food Controller, 
U. F. Wrixtovr, 
Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 


10th November, 1917, 





THE MARGARINE (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that except under the authority of 
the Food Controller the following regulations shall be observed by al! 
mE concerned :— 

Maximum prices for Margarine.}—On and after the 26th November, 
1917. no margarine may be sold at prices exceeding the maximum prices 
applicable under the provisions of this Order. 


2. Prices on wholesale sale.}—(a) The maximum price applicable on 
the occasion of any sale of Margarine, other than a retail sale, shall be 
at the rate of 10d. per Ib., except that ‘‘ Oleo Margarine,”’ one of the 
wrappers of which bears the words “ Oleo Margarine ’’ and the name and 
address of the maker, may be sold at the rate of 1s. 2d. per Ib 

(6) The maximum prices fixed by this Clouse shall include all charg 
for packages and for transport and handling incident to delivery to 
the Buyer's Railway Station or Buyer’s premises and no person shall 
on any sale to which this clause applies sell any Margarine except upon 
the terms that all such charges are borne by him. 


3. Prices on retail sale.j—(a) On the occasion of a retail sale of Mar- 
garine the maximum price shall be at the rate of 1s. per Ib. except that 
Oleo Margarine having such a wrapper as is hereinbefore mentioned and 
sold in the original package may be sold at the rate of 1s. 4d. per Ib. 

(6) The maximum prices fixed by this Clause shall include all charges 
for delivery, credit and suitable wrappings, and no additional charge may 
be made in respect thereof. 

4. Contracts.}—Where any contract for the sale of any Margarine 
provides for the payment of a price in excess of the maximum price, 
such contract shall be avoided except so far as concerns any Margarine 
delivered before the 17th November, 1917. 

5. Vendor's statements.}—Where the maximum price at which Mar- 

garine may be sold by any person depends upon the constituents of such 
M urgarine such person shall be entitled to rely upon a writien statement 
as to go’ constituents made to him by the person from whom he has 
bought the Margarine unless he has reason to suspect the truth of such 
statement 

6. Offers and fictitious transactions.}—No person shall sell or offer or 
expose for sale or buy or agree to buy Margarine at a price exceeding 
the price applicable under this Order or in connection with a sale or 
proposed sale or disposition of any Margarine enter or offer to enter into 
any fictitious or artificial transaction. 

7. Meaning of “ Oleo Margarine.’’}—“ Oleo Margarine ”’ shall mean 
Margarine which contains not less than 55 per cent. in weight of the 
following fats :—Oleo Oil ; Oleo Stearine ; Premier Jus ; and Choice and 
Extra Choice Neutral Lard, but does not contain any hardened Oil. 


8. Penalty.]—Infringements of this Order are summary offences under 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

9. Title.J}—This Order may be cited as the Margarine (Maximum 
Prices) Order, 1917. 

By Order of the Food Controller. 
U. F. Wintour, 
Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 
10th November, 1917. 


THE BUTTER (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders as follows :— 

1. Forms of application, &c., may be prescribed.}—(a) The Food 
Controller may from time to time prescribe forms of application and 
other documents to be used for the purpose of obtaining, or for any 
other purpose connected with, butter proposed to be distributed or for 
the time being in the course of distribution by or under the authority 
of the Food Controller (hereinafter called Government Butter). Any 
such form or document may contain instructions to be observed as to the 
completion of the form or any other matter. 

(b) The Food Controller may from time to time issue directions 
relating to the distribution, disposal and use of Government Butter. 


2. Completion of forms of application, dc.}—All persons concerned 
shall in the completion of any such form or document and in the distri- 
bution, disposal or use of any Government Butter comply with the 


instructions and directions relative thereto for the time being in force. 


3. False statements, &c.J}—A person shall not :— 

(a) make or knowingly connive at the making of any false or 
misleading statement in any application or other document pre- 
scribed pursuant to this Order or used for the purpose of obtaining, 
or for any other porpons connected with, Government Butter. 

(6) Forge, alter or tamper wih any such application. or other 
document. 

(c) Personate, or falsely represent himself to be a person to 
whom any such application or other document applies. 

(d) Obtain Government Butter where any statement made on the 
relative application is false in any material particular, or deliver 
Government Butter under any such application where he has reason 
















So sm 


all 


sh; 


the 
Co 
the 


3. 
sale 
or o 
or di 

4. 
agai 

5. 
shall 
taini 





80 d 
wou 


6. 









ne 


ne 


ir- 
ch 
nt 


jas 


or 
ng 
or 
ito 


an 
the 
nd 


der 


um 


the 
alf, 


‘ood 
and 
any 

for 
rity 
Any 

the 


ions 


red 
stri- 
the 


rce. 
e or 
pre- 
ing, 
ther 
n to 
» the 


liver 
ason 





Dec. 8 1917 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Vol. 62.] 125 











to believe that any statement in such application is false in a 
material particular. 

4. Prescribed forms.J}—Any form of application, or other document 
purporting to be prescribed pursuant to this Order, or headed Butter 
(Distribution) Order, 1917, shall, unless the contrary be proved be 
deemed to be prescribed pursuant to this Order. 

5. Penalty.}—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


6. Title.}—This Order may be cited as the Butter (Distribution) 
Order, 1917. 
By order of the Food Controller, 
U. F. Wrytour, 
Secretary to the Mitlistry of Food. 
14th November, 1917. 





POTATOES ORDER, 1917. 
GENERAL LICENCE. 


The Food Controller hereby authorizes, notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of Clause 10 of the Potatoes Order, 1917, sales and dealings in 
Scotland of potatoes grown in Scotland of the variety ‘‘ Arran Chief,”’ 
provided that on any such sale or dealing the other provisions of the 
Potatoes Order, 1917, and the provisions ot any other Order of the 
Food Controller for the time being in force affecting potatoes are com- 
plied with. 

By Order of the Food Controller. 
W. H. Beverincr, 
Second Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 

8th November, 1917. 





POTATOES ORDER, 1917. 
GENERAL LICENCE. 


The Food Controller hereby authorizes every grower of potatoes to sell 
and offer to sell his own potatoes at prices lower than the minimum prices 
fixed by the Potatoes Order, 1917, but otherwise subject to the provisions 
of such Order, 

By order of the Food Controller, 
W. H. BeveERInGE, 
Second Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 

17th November, 1917. 


THE DREDGE CORN ORDER, 1917. 
In exercise, &c, 


The Food Controller hereby orders that, except under the authority 
éf the Food Controller, the following regulations shall be observed by 
all persons concerned :— 

1. Use of dredge corn, and flour chtained therefrom.J—No person 
shall, on or after the 21st November, 1917, use any Dredge Corn, other 
than damaged Dredge Corn. except in the process of manufacturing 
flour, or use any flour obtained from any such Dredge Corn, except for 
the purpose of human food. 


2. Maximum prices for dredge corn.J—No person shall, on or after 
the 17th December, 1917, sell or buy or offer to sell or buy any Dredge 
Corn at a price exceeding the maximam price applicable according to 
the following provisions :— 

(a) The maximum price as respects damaged Dredge Corn shall, 
where the Corn does not consist partly of Oats, be the maximum 
price applicable under the Grain (Prices) Order, 1917, on the 
occasion of a like sale of damaged Barley, and where the Corn 
does consist partly of Oats, the maximum price applicable under 
such Order on the occasio. of a like sale of Oats improperly cleaned. 

(6) The maximum price as respects Dredge Corn (other than 
damaged Dredge Corn) shall, where the Corn does not consist partly 
of Oats, be the maximum price applicable under the said Order on 
the occasion of a like sale of Barley, and ~where the Corn does 
consist partly of Oats, the maximum price applicable on the occa- 
sion of a like sale of Oats. 


3. Fictitious transactions.—No person shall, in connection with the 
sale or disposal or proposed sale or disposal of any Dredge Corn, enter 
or offer to enter into any fictitious or artificial transaction, or make 
or demand any unreasonable charge. 

4. Penalty.J\—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

5. Interpretation.]—For the purposs of this Order, ‘‘ Dredge Corn” 
shall mean a mixture of cereals, whether or not grown together, con- 
taining more than one cereal as a main constituent. 

“Damaged Dredgs Corn” shall mean Dredge Corn which has been 
80 damaged that the flour or meal which could be milled therefrom 
would not be fit for use in human food. 

6. Title.J—This Order may be cited as the Dredge Corn Order, 1917. 

By Order of the Food Controller. 
W. H. Beveripcer, 
Second Secretary to the Ministry of Food. 
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Societies. 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The ninetieth annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society of 
Liverpool was held in the Law Library, 10, Cook-street, Liverpool, on 
Friday, the 30th day of November, 1917, the President (Mr. F. E. V. 
Russell Roberts) in the chair. There was a good attendance of members, 
including Mr. C. E. Nield (vice-president), Mr. J. L. Williams (hon. 
treasurer), Messrs. J. H. Kenion, M. P. Jones, E. V. Crooks, W. Forshaw 
Wilson, J..C. Bromfield, Godfrey A. Selly, B. Arkle and others. 

rhe notice convening the meeting and the annual report and statement 
of accounts were taken as read. 

The PRESIDENT, in moving the adoption of thé report and accounts, 
delivered the following address : 

Gentlemen,—I had hoped when the committee did me the honour 
last year to elect me your president, that I should be able in my presi- 
dential address to congratulate ourselves and the country on the success: 
ful conclusion of this terrible war. Unhappily the war still continues, 
and seems likely to continue, and the clouds which appeared to be lift 
ing have once more darkened, but whether_the end is near or far, I am 
glad to think that the determination in this country to achieve a final 
and lasting victory is as strong to-day as it was in August, 1914. 


SOLICITORS AND THE WAR. 


So far as our own profession is concerned, I think we in Liverpool, in 
common with the profession throughout the country, may congratulate 
ourselves that as a profession we have well responded to the call of duty. 
You will see in the appendix to the report that of members of this society, 
their articled and managing and other clerks, no less than 570 have 
joined the Army since the commencement of the war. One of my pre- 
decessors, Mr. E. V. Crooks, gave you in his address the corresponding 
figures up to the end of November, 1915, which shewed that 332 mem- 
bers of the society, their managing and other clerks, had then joined the 
Army under voluntary enlistment. I think we may be proud to feel 
that of those who have served and are now serving nearly 60 per cent. 
voluntarily offered their services to the country, a large proportion of 
whom joined in the first few months of the war. In saying this I wish 
to cast no reflection on others who may have been prevented at that 
time by business, family or other ties in follewing this fine example. 

Honours AND DISTINCTIONS. 

Of those serving I regret that we have to record the death oftwenty 
seven during the present year, making a total of fifty-one who since 
the commencement of the war have laid down their lives for their 
country. Our heartfelt sympathy is extended to their relatives in the 
loss they have sustained of those nearest and dearest to them. The 
list of military honours gained during the year is a long one, and 
includes two D.S.0O.’s, eleven M.C.’s, one M.C. and bar, one bar to M.C., 
and two M.M.’s, in addition to several mentions in despatches. 


SoLiciroRs’ CLERKS AND THE MILITARY TRIBUNALS. 

During the year the call by the military authorities for more men has 
continued, and has still further depleted the already reduced ranks of 
solicitors’ clerks. The Special Purposes Sub-Committee has, as men- 
tioned in the report, held during the year frequent sittings to consider 
applications for exemption from members of the profession on behalf 
of themselves or their clerks, with a view of advising the tribunal on 
such applications. It is inevitable that the cases which now, after over 
three years of war, come before the sub-committee are almost all of a 
most difficult nature, and the sub-committee has not found it easy to 
protect the needs of the profession consistently with satisfying the para- 
mount requirements of the country for every able-bodied man that can 
be spared, but on the whole, I trust that the recommendations of the 
sub-committee have given satisfaction to the profession. They have 





17th November, 1917, 


been, I am glad to say, sympathetically received by the tribunals, which 
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have recognized the efforts of the sub-committee to deal fairly and im- 
partially with the question, and have in almost every case decided in 
accordance with the sub-committee’s recommendations. I think I may 
say on behalf of the sub-committee that there has been hardly a case 
before it which has not involved genuine hardship, and there has been 
apparent throughout a genuine desire on the part of the profession to 
go to considerable sacrifices in order to spare every possible member of 
their staffs available for service. The withdrawal of so many solicitors 
and their clerks for military service has thrown a great and increasing 
burden upon those who are left, and I think that the thanks of the 


profession are due to the latter for the loyal and untiring service 
rendered by them, they being called upon not only to work at great 
strain, but in many cases to take up work of a character with which they 


are little familiar 
DEATHS OF MEMBERS 
We have to record with regret the death during the year of no less 
than nine members of the society, of whom Major Anderson, Captain 
H. S. Duder, Captain H. N. Gittins and 2nd Lieutenant H. L. Stacey 
were killed in action or died of wounds. Of the others, namely, Mr. 
Castle, Mr. Quiggin, Mr. Sampson, Mr. Hinchcliffe Ellis, and Mr. Regis 
trar Howarth, the first three and the last-named gentlemen have at 
various times done valuable work on the committee of the society, whilst 
Mr. Castle was president in 1902-1903 and Mr. Howarth in 1885-86. Mr. 
Sampson occupied with distinction the office of Coroner for the city of 
Liverpool since 1891, whilst Mr. Howarth had the almost unique experi- 


ence of occupying the post of registrar of the county court for forty one 
years. We also note with regret the death of Alderman William Bart 
lett. who. thoue! t a member of the societv at the time of his death, 


The society was 


was president of the society in the vear 1878 to 1879 
able to congratulate itself on the election of one of the members, Mr. 
A. G. Inglis, to the post rendered vacant by the death of Mr. Sampson. 
Mr. A. G. Inglis had for many years previously performed with con- 


spicuous ibility the duties of Deputy Coronet 
[ue Soctety’s Accounts 


Turning to the annual report, I am sorry to say that the accounts of 
the society, in spite of substantial economies, shew a considerable loss 
on the year’s working. This loss arises directly from the action of the 
the authority conferred upon them by the society in 
general meeting, in remitting the subscriptions of those members of the 
who are for the time being serving with His Majesty’s naval and 
I am afraid that during the continuance of the war 


committee, under 


society 


military forces 


there is no prospect of the accounts shewing a more satisfactory result, 
but the society is in a position owing to past economies to be able to pay 
its way for a considerable period without resorting to any extraordinary 


means towards raising its revenues 


Sottcrrors’ REMUNERATION : THE PRoposED TEMPORARY INCREASE. 


to the almost entire cessation of legislation 


The past year ving 
other than that of an emergency character, has not been an eventful 
one, and the ordinary activities of the committee have been in con 

somewhat curtailed The committee have, however, done 


sequence 
during the year what 
somewhat new direction 


I hope will prove to be valuable work in a 
That is the taking up of the question of 
solicitors’ remuneration and formulating a scheme to deal with it on an 
entirely different basis In September last th President of the L 
Society approached this and other provincial societies to ascertain 
their views as to a suggestion which he proposed to bring before the 
Law Society that steps should be taken to obtain an addition to 
solicitors’ charges during the war and for a period afterwards. he 
gestion was approved by the committee, and subse- 
quently received the approval of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies and the committee of the Law Society. A communication has 
since been sent to the Lord Chancellor, who has promised to give the 
matter careful consideration. The proposed increase is one of 25 per 
cent. and relates to charges in all classes of business except such 
business as is remunerated under Schedule I of the Order made under 
Remuneration Act of 1881, that is, scale charges on 


president’s sug 


the Solicitors 
conveyances, mortgages and leases 


Soticrrors’ REMUNERATION : PROPOSALS FOR PERMANENT ALTERATION. 


About six months before the proposa f the President of the Law 
Society was received, your committee at the instance of the hon. 
treasurer of the society had appointed a sub-committee to consider and 
neral question of professional remuneration, and 
alterations 


report upon the 
their report, dated 30th May, 
in the system of solicitors’ remuneration in non-contentious matters 
forms an appendix to the annual report. This report was adopted in 
principle by the full committee and subsequently by the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies and by a joint committee of these societies 
and. the Council of the Law Society. The Council of the Law Society 
committee to prepare a detailed scheme on 
Our proposals in no way 


recommending substantial 


has now asked the joint 
the lines of our report for its consideration 

conflict with those of the President of the La Soviets 
a permanent, while his are of a temporary character. Probably no 
perfect scheme for the remuneration of solicitors’ services is pcssible 


as ours are of 


- 





It’s WaR-TIME, BuT—Don’t FORGET 
THE MIDDLESEX HOsPITAL. 


I submit, however, with some confidence, that a scheme on the lines 
of the committee’s report would mark a substantial advance over the 
present system. The practice of substituting debit notes for detailed 
bills of costs has become increasingly prevalent of recent years and 
is generally approved by the clients. In fact the present system ig 
only tolerable because it is so largely departed from. It ‘is quite 
absurd that the quantum of a solicitors’ remuneration should ‘still 
legally depend rather upon prolixity than upon the professional skill 
and responsibility involved and the importance of the matter to be 
dealt. with. In my opinion, also, the time has come to extend the 
principle of remuneration by ad valorem charges to a number of 
matters now excluded from such system by the General Order made 
under the Remuneration Act, though the Act itself appears to authorize 
their inclusion. This principle of remuneration in accordance with 
values involved is familiar to clients in their own businesses and in 
their dealings with most other professional men. The pecuniary value 
involved in a transaction is at any rate a much sounder principle upon 
which to base our charges than upon the number of documents or 
attendances involved in dealing with it. The schedule annexed to 
the sub-committee’s report is intended as merely illustrative of the 
principles involved. No doubt many improvements and alterations 
may be introduced, but it must be recognized that the scheme to be 
submitted must be one which may reasonably be expected to commend 
itself as a whole to the authority established by the Remuneration 
Act. Personally I should be glad if the principles of the scheme 
could be extended to litigous business and the sub-committee’s report 
does suggest that an alteration in the Rules of the Supreme Court 
might be sought so as to give taxing masters the power of assessing 
costs if so desired by the successful party. The success of such a 
practice would depend on the spirit adonted by the taxing masters, and 
there is a danger that they would still be guided too much by the 
principles of the present system instead of by the importance (pecuniary 
or otherwise) and the difficulties of the case. In whatever way it may 
be brought about it is absolutely necessary that solicitors’ remuneration 
should be increased to meet the heavily increased expenses which they 
have to face and the decline in the purchasing power of money. In 
1807, in the midst of the Napoleonic War, solicitors pbtained an 
increase of their charges in conveyancing matters on the ground that 
the fees they then received ‘‘ were founded on custom and usage estab- 
lished upwards of a century before, when the value of money was 
such as rendered the allowance adequate to its purpose,’’ but that such 
had then ceased to be the case. The scale of conveyancing fees then 
established remained unaltered until the Remuneration Order of 1882. 
Thirty-five years have passed since then, and the profession cannot 
be accused of undue regard to its own interests if it asks that its scale 
of remuneration should be reconsidered for a third time within a period 
of over two hundred years. 


RETROSPECTIVE LEGISLATION AND CONTRACTS 


The committee had before them during the year the Courts Emer- 
gency Powers Bill, since passed into law. This Act, as you are aware, 
inter alia, amends the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War 
Restrictions) Act, 1915, and provides that payments on account of 
rent or mortgage interest in excess of pre-war rate, whether made 
before or after the passing of the Bill, shall be recoverable. The 
committee’s endeavours to limit the retrospective operation of the 
clause to rent only were not ultimately successful. I should like to 
say a word with regard to what I believe to be a new principle 
embodied in this Act, which involves the re-opening by legislation 
of bargains honestly and legally carried out. It is true that under 
the Act of 1915 the payment of increased rent or mortgage interest 
could not have been enforced, but a payment voluntarily made was 
perfectly valid and binding. Under the Act of 1917 this is no longer 
so, and the amount ‘paid is recoverable by the tenant or mortgagor. 
So far as I am aware this is the first time that the ee has 
attempted retrospectively to alter the contractual rights“and liabilities 
of the respective parties to a bargain. There have been no doubt Acts 
with retrospective effect, but these have, in general, been to remove 
disabilities, e.g.: The Deceased Wife’s Sister’s Act, or declaratory 
of existing rights in doubtful cases, such, for instance, as section [04 of 
the Companies Act, 1908, under which a company has and is to be 
deemed always to have had the power to keep debentures alive for the 
purpose of reissue. The new departure involved in the Courts Emer- 
gency Powers Act, 1917, appears to me fraught with very dangerous 
possibilities, and I trust that it will not be treated as a precedent for 
future legislation. The whole basis of commerce and credit rests on 
the sanctity of contracts legally entered into and of rights to property 
validly acquired, and every party to a contract and every owner of 
property is entitled to look not only to the Courts but to the Legislature 
to protect the rights or property which he has so acquired in accord- 
ance with the law in force at the time of such acquisition. Business 
can only be carried on so long as people are certain that the Courts 
will recognize and enforce their rights and that those richts will not 
be retrospectively affected by subsequent legislation. If public con- 
fidence is once shaken there must necessarily result a serious falling off 
in every kind of business undertaking on which the prosperity of the 
country in a large measure depends. 


Tue Jury System. 


Amongst recent legislation of interest to the profession is the Grand 
Juries (Suspension) Act, 1917, abolishing the summoning of a grand 
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jury during the continuance of the war. This Act carries into effect 
during the war the recommendations of the Judicature Commission of 
1914. Whatever opinion may be held as to the value of this institution 
in time of peace, there can be little doubt that the summoning of grand 
juries during the war involves expense and loss of valuable time for 
which the problematical advantages secured do not compensate. 
Another Act aiming at the same object is the Coroners (Emergency 
Provisions) Act, 1917, which reduces the maximum number of jurors 
from 23 to 11 and the minimum from 12 to 7. It appears to me to be 
a matter for consideration whether the existing rules of the High 
Court dealing with summoning of juries should not be entirely revised 
for the duration of the war. I would suggest that during the war no 
party to a civil action should under any circumstances piave a right 
to a jury, and that a jury should only be allowed, if at all, in excep- 
tional cases and on very special grounds. I venture to submit that 
the litigants would, in fact, suffer no injustice. It is notorious that 
members of our profession have, as a rule, a greater confidence in 
the finding of a judge even on a question of fact than in the verdict 
of a jury, and cases are not infrequent where a solicitor applies for 
a jury, knowing that he has a bad case, and pinning his hopes on 
the assumed eccentricities or prejudices of a jury. The time occupied 
by jurors throughout the country, not only whilst hearing cases, but 
whilst in attendance, must be in the aggregate enormous, and in these 
times of stress, when every man can be doing some work which, even 
though not of itself of direct military or national importance, may 
make it possible to release another man for that purpose, it seems 
inconceivable that the time and energies occupied by men as jurors 
cannot be otherwise spent to better advantage in the interests of the 
country. 


LEGISLATION BY RuLes AND JupiciaL Powers OF GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS. 

There are twe features affecting modern legislation which I think 
may be worth consideration. The first is the growing tendency to 
legislate not by Act of Parliament but by rules and orders to be made 
from time to time by an authority created for that purpose by Par- 
liament, that is to say—the delegation by Parliament to. other bodies 
of the functions to perform which alone Parliament exists. The second 
is the tendency to entrust to Government Departments the judicial 
powers which properly belong to the Courts of Justice, often involving 
the right to decide in their own cause without appeal to the Courts 
matters of great difficulty and complexity which demand the strictest 
impartiality and judicial training to decide properly... The first 
feature, and to a less extent the second, has been inherent in emergency 
legislation since the outbreak of war, and though we may be willing 
to acquiesce in and even approve them as some of the necessities forced 
upon us by the war, I venture to think they are matters which should 
be carefully watched, and care should be taken that they are not 
allowed to go beyond the necessities of the actual moment. The maxim 
“delegatus non potest. delegare’’ is not a mere phrase invented for the 
purpose of testing schoolboys’ knowledge of Latin, it is a vital prin- 
ciple, that it is contrary to good faith that a person in whom a trust 
is reposed to do certain acts or to safeguard certain interests should 
abdicate in favour of another person unrecognised by and perhaps 
unknown to his principal. Had these tendencies in modern legislation 
been solely due to the war it would not have been perhaps necessary 
to refer to them, but both of them had shewn themselves in increasing 
measure long before the war and haye been dealt with in the addresses 
of more than one of my predecessor¥, notably in Mr. Thorne’s address 
in 1909, and Mr. Bromfield’s address in 1913, both of which I think 
are worth reperusing in connection with this subject. We have slowly 
and insensibly accustomed ourselves since the outbreak of war to live 
in a changed atmosphere, and habits and ideas which would before the 
war have been repugnant to us have now become part of our daily life. 
Many of these no doubt will cling to us after the war, and it is for this 
reason I venture to think that we ought to carefully watch the direction 
that modern legislation is taking, so that afer the war we may not find 
ourselves tied and bound by that chain of bureaucracy which has been 
the curse of so many countries. 


Tue RoyAL PREROGATIVE AND COMPENSATION FOR WAR LOSSES. 


Another question to which I should like to refer and which has, owing 
tothe war, become of immediate practical interest, is that of the exercise 
of royal prerogative. As you are no doubt aware, the Crown, as was 
held in the recent case Jn the Matter of a Petition of Right (1915, 3 
K. B. 649), is entitled in time of war by virtue of its prerogative to take 
possession of or destroy any kind of private property in defence of the 
safety of the kingdom without payment of any kind, and the Defence 
of the Realm Acts and Regulations which give similar powers have not 
made provision for any kind of compensation. The question of the 
royal prerogative is no doubt of great historical interest by reason of 
its antiquity, but I venture to submit that its very antiquity is in itself 
a reason for seriously considering whether its continued existence is of 
any practical value. In feudal times when all land, which was the chief 
form of property, was held in feudal tenure, the King was the person 
from whom all land within the realm was ultimately held, and he in 
return was the person to whom all persons were entitled ultimately to 
look for protection from their enemies. It was under these circum. 
stances perhaps reasonable that the King should in defence of the country 
deal with all property within the realm for the benefit of the community 
Without compensation. Circumstances have, however, entirely changed 
since those days. Everyone whose property is requisitioned knows well 
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enough that it is not the King in person who requires it from him, 
but the Government representing 47,000,000 of his fellow subjects. Why, 
therefore, should not a subject have the right enforceable at law to be 
reimbursed by his fellow subjects for the loss he has sustained on their 
behalf? This principle has been recognized and acted upon by all 
maritime peoples from very early times under the name of general 
average, which was derived from the ancient law of Rhodes and adopted 
into the digest of Justinian. The continued existence of the royal pre- 
rogative as it affects the subject is inconsistent with the doctrine of 
equality of sacrifice, one of those aims which prominent statesmen have 
frequently avowed it is our object so far as possible to secure. The 
Government has recognized the injustice of the position by appointing 
in March, 1915, the War Losses Commission for tue purpose of inquiring 
and determining the sums which ought in reason to be paid in respect 
of direct losses to subjects in the United Kingdom by reason of the 
interference by the Crown with their property or business, but it is to 
be noticed that the prerogative right is not altogether eliminated, and 
the powers of the Commission are strictly limited by the terms of their 
appointment as they themselves in terms recognize.. The first report 
states that the Commission finds itself precluded from giving compensa. 
tion in any case except where the applicant ‘‘ has been the subject of 
a direct and particular interference such as between subjects and sub- 
jects would have given cause of action for damages,’’ with the result 
that, as the Commission reports, ‘‘ where the loss has been due to the 
general condition of affairs in a locality, as, for instance, where unoccu- 
pied houses or undeveloped building land have been occupied for mili- 
tary purposes without loss to the owner other than that due to pre-exist- 
ing conditions, we have felt bound to report that no payment can be 
determined by us,’’ and the report says later, ‘‘ when the applicant’s loss 
was that of pleasure or amenity only, we have not regarded the case as 
giving rise to a claim.’ It is difficult to see on what logical grounds 
such limitations to the right of compensation can be supported. It is 
no doubt argued that pleasure and amenities are not things to be en- 
couraged in war time, and this is no doubt true, but it must be remem- 
bered that these things have a money value, and their loss may depre- 
ciate the value of the property to which they are attached to an extent 
even greater than the damage to*the property itself. Further, it is 
difficult to see why the Government should have the right to take posses- 
sion of unoccupied houses without payment of rent. On the above 
grounds I venture to submit that it is a matter well deserving of earnest 
consideration whether the time has not come when the royal prerog- 
ative should be abandoned, and all losses sustained by subjects by the 
act of the Government which would, if done by an individual, give rise 
to a right of action, be compensated as a matter of right and not of 
grace to exactly the same extent as a similar act would afford grounds of 
compensation between subject and subject. 


DIVORCE AND THE Poor. 


I shcald like to say a word in appreciation of the work done volun- 
tarily by solicitors in Liverpool on behalf of poor persons, who desire 
to institute or to defend proceedings in the High Court. As you are no 
doubt aware, the District Registrar keeps a rota of solicitors willing to 
give their services in such cases. It is satisfactory to know that, not- 
withstanding all the difficulties caused by the war, every application 
has received prompt attention. I understand that in consequence of 
some solicitors on the rota having joined His Majesty’s forces, the 
amount of work thrown on the others is somewhat burdensome at the 
present time, and the District Registrar would be glad to have the names 
of other solicitors able and willing to assist. In this connection I may 
mention that since the beginning of this year no less than fifty-one appli- 
cations have been received on behalf of poor persons, either husband or 
wife, in this district, desiring to institute proceedings for a divorce. In 
a large number of these cases, although there cannot be any serious dis- 
pute as to the facts, yet, owing to the expense occasioned by the parties 
and their witnesses having to attend in London for the trial, it is 
beyond their power to get the relief which they claim. It certainly 
would appear to be a matter calling for immediate redress that the mere 
accident that a man or woman is resident a certain distance from the 
metropolis is, in actual fact, Whatever may be the theory of equal 
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laws for all, a bar to that person obtaining justice. I am not now 
considering any question as to the wisdom or otherwise of the divorce 
exist in this country, nor the still more contentious 
question as to what changes, if any, in those laws ought to be made. 
The point I desire to emphasize is that, so long as those laws are in 
force, it is a denial of justice that no adequate means exist to enable 
whom those laws are certainly of not less importance 
than t © obtain the protection which the legislature un- 
doubtedly intended to secure for all. My observations apply with equal, 
and perl ips even greater force to the case of a poor person, man or 
been made a respondent or co-respondent in divorce 
is unable, on account of 


laws as they now 


poor persons, to 


othe rs 


woman, who ha 
proceedings and who, though entirely innocent, 
the expense, to attend with the necessary witnesses on the hearing of 
the pet m, and establish the untruthfulness of the petisioner‘s allega 
tions. It is now upwards of five years since, after a careful and ex- 
haustive inquiry, the Royal Commission on Divorce reported unani- 
mously in favour of provision being made to meet this grave injustice, 
but so far as | am aware no effective steps have as yet been taken to 
deal with the matter, I venture to assert that, if there were in this 
country such a public Department as a Ministry of Justice, one of the 
first subjects which would engage its attention would be the providing 
of proper facilities to enable all poor persons to obtain in divorce pro- 
ceedings the relief and protection to which by law they are entitled. Is 
it to be wondered at, whilst such a state of things exists, that our judges 
should so frequently have occasion to remark on the large poll woe of 
with which they have to deal? In not a few in- 
ipparently acted from no worse motive than a 
yutwardly, moral and respectable lives 


charges of bigamy 
stances the partie ha 


desire to lead, at least 


Tue Vict-PRESIDENT AND SECRETARIES, 


I should like, before I conclude, to thank the vice-president for the 
great as ul he has rendered me during my term of office. I should 
also like to say a word in appreciation of the work done by Mr. Kenion, 
is secretary, and by Mr Maclver, as acting secretary, the value of 
vhich it would be difficult to over estimate. Mr. Kenion, though well 
over military felt it his duty to join the Navy, to the great credit 
of the comm Mr. Maclver, who had already served many years as 
secretary very wunse lfishly came to the rescue and undertook Mr. 
Kenion’: vhich he performed with his accustomed efficiency, but 
he, too, though also over military age, decided to join the Army, and to 
our revret jeit us only yesterday to take up his military duties. 

I am sure the good wishes of the society vill follow both these gentle 
men in their new careers 

rhe report and yunts were adopted 

On the moti of Mr. J. H. Kenton, secon led by Myr W Ss. Holden, a 
vote of thanks to the president for his address was unanimously passed. 

The thanks of the society were accorded to the officers and committee 
for their services during the year, on the motion of Mr. H. O. Marshall, 
seconded by Mr. W. T. Rogers 

There being only nine nominations to fill the nine vacancies on the 
committee, the following were declared elected for the ensuing period 


of three years Messrs. W. H. T. Brown, J. Calder, H. J. Davies, kt. ¢ 
Edgecombe, C. L. Mather, F. E. \ Russell Roberts, G. A Solly, R. G. 
Teebay, al d I J We ld. 





The following are extracts from the report of the Committee :— 
The number 


Members The Society now consists of 384 members. 
of barristers and others, not being members, who subscribe to the 
Library (including those who are serving with His Majesty’s Forces) 
is 50. 

Obituary.—The Committee regret to -have to record the death of 
the following members of the Society, viz Major A. 8. Anderson 


now presumed dead), Mr. 8. Castle, Captain H. 8. Duder 
(Assistant Prosecuting Solicitor), Mr. Hinchcliffe Ellis, Captain H. 
N. Gittins, Mr. T. Beilringer Howarth, Mr. J. M. Quiggin, Mr. T. E. 
Sampson, and 2nd Lieutenant H. L. Stacey.Mr. Castle was a member 
of the Committee for eighteen years, President ot the Society in 1902-03, 
and a local director of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. Mr. Bell- 
was one of the registrars of the county court in this 
city for over forty-one years. He was President of the Society in 
1885-86, and a member of the Committee for twenty-four years. Mr. 
Sampson had occupied the office of Coroner for the Uity of Liverpool 
since the year 1891, and served on the Committee of this Society for 
three years. Mr. Quiggin was a member of the Committee from 1896 
to 1899. The Committee also record, with regret, the death of Alder- 
man William Bartlett, who had been a member of the Society for many 
years and occupied the office of President in 1878 9, 
During the year there have been added to the library 153 
volumes Messrs Hill, Dickinson & Co. have presented to the 
library volumes 59 to 184, inclusive, of the United States Federal 
Reporter, covering the period from 1893 to 1911. The thanks of the 
Society’ are due to Messrs. Hill, Dickinson & Co. for their generous 


(missing 


ringer Howarth 


dabrar y. 


gift 

Legal Educati n The President (Mr F E V. Russell Roberts), 
Messrs. B. Arkle, L. S. Holmes and Morris P. Jones represented the 
Society on the Board of Legal Studies during the year, and onthe 
Faculty of Law the Society was represented by the President and 
Mr. Harold D. Bateson. During the session 1916-17, the work of the 
Board of Legal Studies and the Faculty of Law has been limited to 
providing teaching in the subjects necessary to enable a student who 





had already entered upon a degree course-to complete his studies 
and qualify for such degree. The fees payable to the lecturers have 
been entirely provided by the University. The Council of the Univer. 
sity have resolved that no new students be enrolled in the Faculty 
of Law for the session 1917-18, and, in view of the serious effect of 
the war on finances, the Board of Legal Studies have also decided not 
to provide any lectures during session 1917-18. The Council of the 
Law Society were unable to see their way to make a grant to the 
Board of Legal Studies, during the past session, in aid of legal 
education in Liverpool, but the Council of the University of Liverpool 
kindly made a special grant of £150 towards the administration 
expenses of the board. The Law Society circulated among the pro- 
vincial law societies a report ana a memorandum prepared by a 
Joint Sub-Committee of the Finance, Examination and Legal Educa- 
tion Committees of the Council, which had been adopted by the 
Council, with regard to the funds available in the hands of the 
Council for legal education in London and the provinces. The report 
and memorandum stated that, owing tc the war, the receipt of a con 
siderable portion of the funds, which before 1914 were available for 
legal education, had ceased. The Council had therefore decided, sub- 
ject to any views to the contrary which might be expressed by the 
provincial societies, to apply to the Treasury for a remission of £1 
in the amount of duty payable on the annual practising certificates of 
solicitors, and that the Society should be empowered to increase the 
fee payable to them under section 20 of the Solicitors Act, 1860, on 
the issue of each practising certificate from 5s. to £1 5s., and that 
the increased funds resulting therefrom should be applied for the pur- 
poses of legal education, one-half to London and the other half to the 
provinces. The action proposed by the Council was approved by the 
Committee, and was subsequently agreed to by the Associated Provincial 
Law Societies at a meeting of that Association on 2nd March, 1917. 
The Council’s application to the Treasury was, however, refused. 

The War.—During the year twelve members of the Society and 
ninety-nine clerks articled to, or employed by, members have joined 
His Majesty’s naval or military forces. The roll of honour, incor- 
porating the particulars which have been furnished to date, is printed 
in Appendix ‘‘ A,’’ and contains the names of seventy-five members 
of the Society, forty-four solicitor managing clerks, sixty-nine articled 
clerks, three Bar students, who were reading in offices of members, 
and 379 general clerks, bringing the total of those who are now serving 
with the forces, or have served, since the beginning of the war, to 570. 
The returns received since the issue of the last report shew an 
increasing toll among the profession and their staffs, and it is with 
profound sorrow that the Committee record the loss of the following :— 


Killed in Action.—Captain H. 8. Duder (a member of the Society), 
Lieutenant H. 8. O. Ashington, Lieutenant Wallace Howarth, Lieu- 
tenant R. Glyn Lloyd (previously posted as missing), 2nd Lieu- 
tenant G. L. H. Fisher, 2nd Lieutenant T. Gair, 2nd Lieutenant 
N. C. Hatch, 2nd Lieutenant G. Shaw, Corporal A. E. Davidson, 
Corporal T. C. Lindsay, Troop-r Jj. P. Hodgson, Bombardier 
Martin Milne, Private F. Beaumont, Private L. M. Haddrill, 
Private F. D. Healey, Private J. 8S. Henderson, Private Charles 
Lees. 

Died of Wounds.—Captain W. G. E. Johnson, 2nd Lieutenant S. 
J. Bell, 2nd Lieutenant A. H. Nicholson, 2nd Lieutenant H. L. 
Stacey (a member of the Society). 

Killed.—2nd Lieutenant A. W. Rowlands. 

Died.—Captain H. N. Gittins (a member of the Society), Cor: 
poral W. H. Wilson. 

Dtowned at Sea.—Wilfred Hemingway. 

Missing—believed killed.—Major A. 8. Anderson (a member of 
the Society), Corpora] Eric H. Brown. 

Several others whose names are included in the roll are missing or 
have been wounded in action. 

The Committee have pleasure in recording the award of the following 
honours during the year :— 

Companions of the Distinguished Service Order.—Lieutenant- 
Colonel J. B. McKaig, Captain (Temp. Lieutenant-Colonel) A. 
D. Derviche-Jones. 

Military Cross and Bar.—Lieutenant E. H. G. Roberts. 

Military Cross.—Staff Officer J. W. Fitzherbert-Brockholes, 
Captain (Temp. Lieutenant-Colonel) A. D. Derviche Jones, Captain 
and Adjutant B. Arkle, Captain J. R. Dickinson, Captain G. 
Bracton Edwards, Captain W. S. Rollo (a member of the Society), 
Acting Captain C. H. O. D. Burrell, Acting Captain P. M. 
Quiggin, Lieutenant G. Harrfison, Lieutenant R. K. Milne, 2nd 
Lieutenant J. W. Cook. 

Bar to Military Cross.—Captain G. C. Scrimgeour. 

Military Medal.—Private C. E. Middleton, Private Joseph 
Stocks, 

Several of those whose names appear in the oll of honour have been 
mentioned in despatches. , : : 

Solicitors and Military Service.—During the year sixty-nine applica- 
tions and re-applications for exemption from military service of mem- 
bers and their staffs have been considered by the Special Purposes 
Sub-Committee, and the President, Vice-President or other member 
of the Sub-Committee have attended before the local tribunals in 
Liverpool and district, and the county tribunal, for the purpose of 
advising those bodies in accordance with the Sub-Committee’s recom: 


mendations, 
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Certificate Duty.—The Committee understand that solicitors who are 
serving with ‘the forces may obtain a return of certificate duty paid 
by them, notwithstanding the fact that they retain a share of their 
firm’s profits. It is only necessary for the solicitor to shew that he is 
prevented from attending to his business through absence on active 
service. -The duty must be paid first and then recovered by filling a 
statutory declaration setting out the facts. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration.—Early this year the Committee received 

a letter from the Honorary Treasurer of the Society, Mr. John L. 

Williams, calling attention to the need’ for an improved system of pro- 

fessional remuneration and expressing the opinion that, in view of 
the fact that the purchasing power of money has been diminishing for 
years and will increase but little after the war, solicitorg might well 

prepare now for’ such steps as will be necessary to secure that after 
the war the standard of their remuneration should be increased. Mr. 

Williams expressed the view that this result could be best achieved by 
a large extension of the system of payment “ according 40 a scale of 
rates of commission or percentage,’ and that, although there were 
considerable difficulties in applying such a system to the great bulk of 
litigious business, the course to be adopted with regard to non-litigious 
work appeared to be simple and straightforward, having regard to 
the provisions of section 2 of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act. Mr. 
Williams suggested that a new Order or an amendment of the existing 
Order under the Act of 1881 should be sought, and a scale established 
to include many other classes of business besides those dealt with by 
the present scales. Mr. Williams also urged that the system of ren- 
dering bills of costs in the form of a debit note for a lump sum should 
be legalised. The Committee appointed a Special Sub-Committee to con- 
sider and report upon Mr. Williams’ suggestion and the whole question 
of solicitors’ remuneration in general. ‘ihe report of the sub-committee, 
a copy of which is set out in Appendix “B,’’ was approved in principle 
by the Committee on 5th June. It will be seen from the text ot 
the report that the details of the schedule are not put forward as final, 
but only with a view of illustrating in what way and to what extent 
the principles of the suggestions contained in the report can be 
applied. 

The Committee decided to bring the report before a meeting of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies, and gave notice of resolutions to 
be moved by this Society in the following terms :—1l. That steps be 
at once taken by this Association to bring about alterations and improve- 
ments in the present unsatisfactory and inadequate system of solicitors’ 
remuneration in many non-contentious matters, by extending the prin- 
ciple of remuneration by ad valorem scales, where such may be con- 
sidered appropriate, and by legalising, so far as the same may be prac- 
ticable under the provisions of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, 
the delivery of lump-sum bills of costs. 2. That the secretaries be 
instructed to send a copy of the above resolution to the Law Society 
inviting the Council’s co-operation, and suggesting that the Council 
approach the Authority under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act for 
its approval in principle; and, by way of illustration of what is, gener- 
ally, desired, but without committing either the Council or this Asso- 
ciation to the details of the schedule of the Liverpool Law Society's 
report, submit such schedule (or portions of the schedule, as the 
Council may think advisable) to the Authority. 

The Associated Provincial Law Societies accepted the first resolution, 
and adopted the second resolution amended as follows-:—To omit all 
the words after ‘‘co-operation’’ in the third line, and to substitute 
“and that the Council be requested to appoint a Special Committee 
consisting of metropolitan and country members of Council or country 
solicitors, including the following persons, namely, the chairman of 
this Association — H. H. Scott, of Gloucester), the vice-chairman 
(Mr. Frank Marshall, of Newcastle-on-Tyne), the hon. secretary (Mr. 
C. H. Morton, of Liverpool), Mr. John L. Williams (of Liverpool), Mr, 
Alfred Hosegood (President of the Manchester Law Society), and Mr. 
A. H. Coley (of Birmingham), to consider and report upon the details 
of the scheme submitted by the Liverpool Law Society, and that such 
Teport be submitted to this Association before it is sent to the Rule- 


Shortly before the meeting of the Associated Societies was Held a 
letter was addressed by the President of the Law Society. to all the 
provincial law societies requesting their views as to whether the Council 


should make any move with a view of an addition being made to} the Rule Committee and the Law Society. The Law_ Society 
submitted to the Rule Committee amendments in practice and proce- 
dure substantially in accord with the proposals of the Associated 


solicitors’ charges on the ground of increased establishment charges 
and increased living expenses directly consequent on the war. The 
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tion under Schedule I. 


bring about alterations and improvements in the present unsatisfactory 
and inadequate system of solicitors’ remuneration in many non-con- 
tentious matters, by extending the principle of remuneration by ad 
valorem scales, where such may be considered appropriate, and by 
legalising, so far as the same may be practicable under the provisions 
of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, the delivery of lump-sum 
bills of costs.” 
The Council at a meeting held on 2nd November decided that steps 
should be taken to obtain an increase of 25 per cent. in solicitors’ 
remuneration during the war and for a term afterwards in respect of 
all work done by solicitors, except such as is the subject of remunera- 
of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, and they 
authorized the President to address a letter to the Lord Chancellor on 
the subject. This letter has been sent, and the matter is now under 
consideration by the. Lord Chancellor. Resolution (c) was referréd 
back to the Special Committee, with a request that they would pre- 
pare, and bring up for consideration by the Council, a scheme to give 
effect to the resolution. 
King’s Bench Division 
Practice. 
to a report of the Legal Procedure Committee of the Law Society on 
certain suggestions for the improvement and simplification of the pro- 
cedure and practice in the King’s Bench Division, and a copy of that 
report, together with the observatjons of the Committee of this Society 
thereon, were printed in Appendix ‘‘ B.”” The Committee’s observa- 
tions were sent to the Manchester Law Society early this year, and a 
conference was arranged between the representatives of the Committees 
of the two societies, for the purpose of joint action bing taken with a 
view to the suggested amendments being put into operation by the 
Rule Committee. 
of the conclusions set out in the Committee’s observations, and the 
suggested amendments, as agreed upon, were afterwards submitted 
; ; . ie Iw "Le . ea sea ¢ 
making Authority.” by the two societies to the Associated Proving ial Law Societies at the 
annual meeting of that Association on 2nd March last. 
tions, subject to certain omissions and amendments, were agreed to at 
that meeting, and they were subsequently forwarded by the hon. secre- 
taries of the Associated Provincial Law Societies to the ey of 
lave 


Suggested Improve ments wm Procedure and 
Reference was made, in the Committee’s report of lagt year, 


The Manchester Society concurred in the majority 


The sugges- 


President’s suggestion was that the Council should put forward a pro- | p,ovincial Law Societies. 


posal that during the war and after the war till further order solicitors 


Vacation Business.—The Manchester Law Society called the Com- 


shoul liberty to add 25 per cent. to their chérges in contentious , 
d be at liberty sb ~ mittee’s attention to a complaint which had been made to the Man- 


matters and in matters not contentious which are remunerated under 
Schedule II. of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, but that no increase 
in the scale charges under the present Order should be made. The 
Committee’s report and the suggestion of the President of the Law 


Society came before and were approved by the Associated Provincial | Vacation. é . : 
aa should be made for the hearing during Long Vacation of all appeals 


from Masters or Registrars, including applications under Order XIV., 
and they invited the co-operation of the 
view to steps being taken with that object. 
at a conference between representatives of the C 
Societies, and it was agreed that the following recomme 
Royal Commission on Delay in th 
in their second and final report, 
brought before the Associated Province 


Law Societies at a meeting in London on 26th October. Both schemes 
were subsequently considered on that day by the Special Committee 
above referred to, which was appointed by the Council at the request 
of the provincial societies. This Special Committee adopted resolutions 
to the following effect :—‘‘ That the Committee report to the Council : 
“(a) That steps be at once taken to obtain an increase of solicitors 
Temuneration during the period of the war and for a term afterwards. 
{8) That in the opinion of this Committee the increase on all costs 





thould be 25 per cent. (c) That steps be also forthwith taken to 


chester Committee with regard to the action of one of the Vacation 


5 


Judges in. postponing over the Long Vacation an appeal whic h, it 
was contended, ought properly to have been disposed of during the 


The Manchester Committee recommended that provision 


Liverpool Committee with a 
The matter was discussed 
‘ommittees of the two 
ndations of the 
e King’s Bench Division, contained 
dated November, 1913, should be 


ial Law Societies with a view 
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to the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court being pee to put 
the recommendations into operation as soon as possible :—‘‘ (28) p. 
45.—A ‘Speedy Trial List’ should be formed for the trial of short 
‘causes in which the Master is of opinion there is no defence.’”’ “ (6) 

43.—Arrangements should be made for the trial during the Long 

acation of Order XIV. cases, cases in tlie Speedy Trial List, and 
such other cases (including cases before a Divisional Court) as the 
Master or Judges may hold to be really pressing.’’ A resolution deal- 
ing with the matter was accordingly submitted to the Associated Pro- 
vincial Law Societies on 2nd March, 1917. Theresolution, which was 
moved by the President of the Manchester Society and seconded by the 
‘ President of the Liverpool Society, was agreed to, and subsequently 
forwarded to the secretary of the Rule Committee. 


Admiralty Jurisdiction of the High Court.—Proceedings in rem 
Against Foreign Ships.—This matter, to which reference was made in 
the report of last year, has continued to receive the attention of the 
Committee. A copy of the resolution passed by the Special Sub-Com- 
mittee last year was forwarded to the Council of the Law Society. The 
Council approved of the terms of the resolution, and caused a communi- 
cation to be sent to the Solicitor to the Board of Trade, stating that the 
Council were of opinion that an amendment of the law should be effected 
without delay. The Committee, however, understand that no further 
progress is likely to be made during the continuance of the war. 


List of Cases for Trial in London.—Early in the year the attention 
of the Committee was called to the difficulty experienced by country 
practitioners in reaching London in convenient time for the trial of 
their cases which were put in the list on the previous day. The list 
of cases for trial in London was not made up until the rising of the 
court at about four o'clock, and if information that’ a case was in the 
following day’s list was immediately telagraphed to Liverpool the 
message frequently did not arrive until after the departure of the 5.20 
train, with the result that solicitors, clients and witnesses had to travel 
up to London by the midnight train, the only other train now available. 
At the request of the Committee the President wrote to the Lord 
Chief Justice, suggesting that it would be a great convenience to 
solicitors and suitors if the list could be made up before the courts 
resumed business after the mid-day adjournment, and requesting his 
lordship to bring the matter to the notice of the Court of-Appeal and 
the Chancery Judges. The Manchester and Newcastle Societies were 
informed of the action taken by the Committee, and similar repre- 
sentations were addressed to the Lord Chief Justice by those societies. 
In reply, the Committee were informed that steps were being taken 
so far as possible to meet the difficulty, and that so far as the King’s 
Bench was concerned the London agent should, in the ordinary course, 
be able to ascertain by 2.30 p.m., at the latest, either from the “ flimsy ”’ 
list or by inquiry at the Associates’ office, whether or not the action 
was in the next day’s list. The Committee were in hopes that this 
would ease the situation, but the subsequent experience of practitioners 
was that the new arrangements did not, except as regards the Com- 
mercial Court, afford any appreciable relief, and in October the Presi- 
dent addressed a further communication on the subject to the Master 
of the Rolls, Lord Justice Swinfen Eady, the President of the Probate, 
Divorce and Admiralty Division, and the senior Judges of the King’s 
Bench and Chancery Divisions. As a result, the Committee have been 
informed that it has not been found practicable, as a general rule, to 
publish the final lists at 2.30 p.m., but that every effort will be made 
to publish them as early as possible and to give definite answers to 
inquiries, which may be made at two o’clock or soon after, as to whether 
a particular case is or is not likely to be included in the following 
day’s list. 


Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill—This Bill, which proposed 
to enable women to be admitted as solicitors, was introduced into the 
House of Lords by Lord Buckmaster in February last. The Committee 
co-operated with the Law Society and many of the provincial law 
societies in opposing the Bill on the ground that the present time is 
inopportune for the introduction of such a measure, having regard to 
the fact that a large number of the members of the profession are 
away on active service and unable to express their views. The Com- 
mittee’s views were sent to the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice, and several members of the House of Lords, and communications 
were also sent to the local Members of Parliament. The Bill passed 
the House of Lords on 8th March, but has not been proceeded with 
in the Commons. 


Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Wills.—The Committee considered the follow- 
ing resolution which the Gloucestershire and Wiltshire Law Society 
ave notice to move at the meeting of the Associated Provincial Law 
ocieties on 4th May, 1917 :—“‘ That in the opinion of this Association, 
section 11 of the Wills Act should be so extended as to enable soldiers 
and sailors, whether minors or not, to dispose by will of their real 
estate in the same way as they are at present able under the section 
to dispose of their personal estate.’’ While the Committee were in 
accord with the principle of the Gloucester Society’s proposal, they 
were of opinion that the power to dispose of real estate should only 
be applicable to cases where the value of the real estate to whigh the 
will relates does not exceed £5,000 net, and the delegates to the 
meéeting of the Associated Societies were instructed to oppose the resolu- 
tion unless it provided such a limitation. The resolution was carried, 
in its original form, by a majority, and copies were forwarded to the 
Lord Chancellor and to the Law Society. 





' The Union Society of London. 


The society met at the Middle Temple Common Room on Wednesday, 


“28th November, 1917, at 8 p.m. The subject for debate was ;: ‘‘ That this 


house approves of the rationing of the people without delay.’* Opener, 
Mr. Holt ; opposer, Mr. Coram. The motion was lost. 








The Lansdowne Letter and the 
Leaflet Regulation. 


The Home Secretary on Wednesday, says the Times, received in 
private a deputation on the subject of the censorship of leaflets from the 
Labour Party Executive, Labour members of Parliament, and the Par- 
liameritary Committee of the Trades Union Congress. There were 
present Messrs. Adamson, M.P. (who introduced the deputation), Ramsay 
MacDonald, M.P., G. McGurk, Tootill, M.P., Jowett, M.P., Bowerman, 
M.P., Horne, M.P., and G. H. Stuart Bunning. 

Sir George Cave said that the request that industrial and trade leaflets 
should receive special consideration under Regulation 27c, if necessary, 
should have his best attention. In view of certain representations which 
had reached him from other quarters, he-could add nothing further than 
to say that he proposed to issue a statement on the subject in a few 
days’ time. 

In answer to questions standing in the names of Mr. Trevelyan and 
Major Hunt, the former of whom asked whether persons eas and 
distributing Lord Lansdowne’s letter to the Daily Telegraph in the form 
of a leaflet would be liable to prosecution under the new regulation ; and 
the latter why, as neither Lord Lansdowne nor Lord Burnham were to 
be prosecuted for the publication of the letter, people who distributed 
the letter in leaflet form were liable to be prosecuted if the Censor con- 
demned the letter. 

Sir George Cave says: The Regulation does not apply to the news- 
paper Press. Any leaflet which is a reprint of the letter in question is 
clearly one relating to the present war, and must therefore comply with 
the Regulation. 








Solicitors’ Remuneration. 


The Law Society’s Gazette for November says that, at a meeting of 
the Council of the Law Society in October, the President stated that 
he had recently addressed a letter to each of the Provincial Law 


Societies, intimating that he was considering the question of whether _ 


it would be expedient that the Council should make a move with a 
view to getting ax addition made to solicitors’ charges during the war 
and for a period after the war, on the ground of increased establish- 
ment charges and increased living expenses directly consequent on the 
war, and he desired the views of provincial law societies on the subject. 

He stated that he had since received a reply from forty societies, 
of whom thirty-five had expressed the opinion that an effort should 
be made to obtain increased charges, and that five had expressed the 
contrary opinion. : 

The President stated also that the Scale Committee had been consider- 
ing during the vacation a report of the Liverpool Law Society, recom- 
mending that in view of increasing the number of instances in which 
lump sum charges might be made, several items of business, now remune- 
rated under Schedule 2 of the Remuneration Order should be made the 
subject of remuneration under the lst Schedule, and that the Scale Com- 
mittee had decided that it would be well, before the associated socie- 
ties, who may be considering the report, came to any decision upon 
it, that a deputation from those societies should meet and discuss with 
the Council the question raised in the report. : 

It was resolved that, in the opinion of the Council, it was desirable 
that before the questions raised either by the President’s letter or by 
the Liverpool Law Society’s report were dealt with, by, the Counci 
or by the Associated Provincial Law Societies, a deputation from the 
societies should be asked to meet and discuss both subjects with 4 
special committee of the Council, who would subsequently report to the 
Council. 

A special committee of the Council was constituted accordingly. | 

Subsequently a letter was received from the Associated Provincial 
Law Societies stating that they had. passed the following resolutions :— 


(a) That, steps be taken to obtain an increase of solicitors’ re- 
muneration during the period of the war and for a term afterwards. 

(b) That steps be at once taken by this association with a view 
to bring about alterations and improvements in the present unsatis- 
factory and inadequate system of solicitors’ remuneration in many 
non-cantentious matters, by extending the principle of remuneration 
by ad valorem scales, where such may be considered appropriate, 
and by legalizing, so far as the same may be practicable under the 
provisions or the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, the delivery 
of lump-sum bills of costs. 

(0) That the secretaries be instructed to send a copy of the above 
resolutions to the Law Society, inviting the Council’s co-operation, 
and that the Council be requested to appoint a special committee, 
consisting of metropolitan and country members (or solicitors), 
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cluding the following persons [naming six persons) to consider and 
report upon the details of the scheme submitted by the Liverpool 
Law Society, and that such report be supmitted to this association 
before it is sent to the rule-making authority. 


It was resolved that a special committee be appointed accordingly, 
consisting of the members of the Council who are members of the Special 
Committee on Solicitors’ Remuneration, and of the gentlemen named 
in the resolution of the Associated Provincial Law Societies. 








Mr. Balfour Browne on Railway 


Reform. 


At the ordinary meeting of the Trafford Park Estates (Limited), held 
at Manchester on 22nd November, says the 7'imes, Mr. Balfour Browne, 
K.C., m seconding the adoption of the report, said it had always seemed 
to him a curious idea that there should be antagonism between the rail- 
way companies and their customers, the public, and that it was neces- 
sary in what Parliament calls ‘“‘its wisdom ’’ to establish a special 
tribunal called the Railway and Canal Commission to prevent railway 
companies injuring the trade of the country. Railway transit was a 
trade, and no trade could be managed except by business men, and it 
was a ludicrous idea that a court of law could manage the business of 
the railways of England. At the present time we knew that the rail- 
ways were in the hands of the State, and we knew that a special Com- 
mittee had been appointed by the President of the Board of Trade to 
consider the whole question of the future of railways. There were mil- 
lions of pounds invested in our railways, and some of it not wisely. 
There were about one million people who held stocks in them, and were, 
therefore, interested in the dividends. It was obvious that the working 
expenses and labour bill of railway companies must be enormously in- 
creased, and that would lead to an increase and not a decrease of rail- 
way rates for merchandise, to the detriment of the trade of the country, 
already suffering from rates higher than those charged on Continental 
railways, if the old system was to continue. He was not in favour of 
the railways being taken over by the State. He thought the State would 
work them badly, and that they might be used for political instead of 
for trade purposes, but something drastic must be done. He did not like 
the idea of subsidizing the companies, for that could only be done by 
putting the hand of the State into the pocket of the taxpayer. The 
roads of the country were administered by public bodies; why not the 
iron roads? Why should not the State purchase the railroads from the 
companies and lease them to the companies to work? By that means 
the Government could put by covenant stringent and drastic conditions 
on the companies in favour of trade, and so regulate railways in the 
public interest without the cumbrous, expensive, and foolish machinery 
of a court of law. That, too, would place a large amount of capital in 
the hands of the companies, and he thought it would bring about a unity 
of working these continuous roads me was as essential as the unity 
which the Prime Minister had been insisting on with the Allies. In that 
way the railways would be gainers and the traders protected. With fair 
play the traders of this country could hold their own against the in- 
dustrial armies of the world. 








| Obituary. 





Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 





Captain Henry Hall Griffith. 


Henry Hatt Grirriru, a captain in the Royal Flying Corps, was 
killed in an aeroplane accident at Dartford, in Kent, 2nd November, 
aged twenty-six. He was the second son of Arthur Foster Griffith 
and Caroline Griffith, of 59, Montpellier-road, Brighton: From Brighton 


college boat and was an active member of the O.T.C., Engineer section. 
Taking his degree in 1912, he was articled to his father, but shortly 
afterwards met with a severe accident to his knee, which greatly in- 
capacitated him for nearly four years. Immediately on the outbreak 
of war he was summoned to Chatham (with the rest of his O.T.C. com- 
rades) to join the scouts in the Expeditionary Force. Six hours after 
receiving the summons in Brighton he arrived at Chatham on his motor 
bicycle with his equipment, but was at once rejected owing to his knee. 
Repeated attempts to join special sections having been all rejected, he 
went to the aeroplane school at Hendon and learnt to fly, and was then 
accepted for the R.F.C. After further training at Oxford, Thetford 
and Sedgford, he obtained his ‘‘ wings,”’ and went to France as a pilot 
in October, 1916, flying direct from Brooklands. In his second flight 
over the German lines in an old type of machine he and his observer 
were attacked .alone by six enemy aeroplanes of their newest and fastest 
pattern. They destroyed one, drove down another, and broke up the 
rest, his observer being very seriously wounded ; but a bullet through his 
petrol tank forced him to make the best of his way back, and in —e 
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‘* perfect landing ’’ in a stubble field just inside our lines. After nine 
months of very active and exciting service, chiefly on observation and 
photographing work, varied with hospital treatment for severe frostbite 
on two occasions, he returned to Engiapd last July, being first posted to 
the Aircraft Acceptance Park at Lincoln, and later to the Instruction 
Camp at Dartford, where the fatal accident occurred. 

Captain Griffith had a striking power of attracting the affection and 
confidence of all men with whom he came in contact. One who worked 
with him in France writes : ‘‘ He did wonderfully well out here, was as 
brave as a lion.’’ Another, ‘‘ He was always careful, and never did any- 
thing beyond his knowledge of control.’’ Though firm as a rock in his 
determination, he was altogether loving and lovable. His younger 
brother, William Llewelyn Griffith, midshipman, R.N., was killed in 
H.M.S. Indefatigable in the Jutland battle. 





Captain Walter L. Carver. 


Captain Watter Lionet Carver, Herefordshire Regiment, younger * 
son of Mr. T. Carver, J.P., of Meyrick House, Hereford, was killed on 
6th November, aged thirty-four. He was educated at the Hereford 
Cathedral School, and afterwards articled to Messrs. Gwynne James & 
Son, solicitors, of Hereford. He was then associated with Messrs. 
Lupton & Fawcett, of Leeds, and subsequently with Messrs. Baker & 
Lillington, solicitors, of Weston-super-Mare, up to the time of his join- 
ing the Herefordshire Regiment in September, 1914. He was with the 
regiment in Gallipoli from the landing at Suvla Bay in August, 1915, 
until 25th November. Afterwards he was sent to the hospital in Alex- 
andria, suffering from frostbite. On recovery he rejoined his regiment 
and took part in the battle of Romani on 4th August, 1916, and in Sep- 
tember, 1916, came home on leave. He contracted a chill on the return 
journey, and was again in hospital in Alexandria. He returned to the 
front and was in action again on 26th March last. Later he was again 
in hospital. He was captain of football at school, and in the first eleven 
at cricket. At Leeds he played hockey for the Leeds Corinthians many 
times, also for Yorkshire and the North of England. On going to 
Weston-super-Mare he joined the cricket and hockey clubs, and at the 
time of his joining up he was captain of both the cricket and the hockey 
clubs. He also captained Somerset at hockey, and played regularly at 
back for the county and the West of England. 


Lieutenant Adrian L. Lemon. 
Lieutenant ADRIAN L, Lemon, Dragoon Guards, killed on 27th Novem- 








of the fact that his undercarriage had been shot to pieces, he ma 





ber, aged twenty-nine, was the second son of Mr. and Mrs, L. C. Lemon, 
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of 28, Park-avenue, Bedford. He was educated at Bedford and King’s | 


College, London, and was called to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 
1909. He served five years with the Inns of Court O.T.C., and on the 
eutbreak of war offered his services. He received his commission in 
the Dragoon Guards in August, 1914, and in 1916 was seconded to a 
machine-gun squadron. 








-Legal News, 
Appointments. 


Mr. Epwarp Acton has been appointed Judge of County Courts on 
Circuit 18 (Nottingham and Doncaster), on the resignation of Judge 
Baugh-Allen. Mr, Acton was called to the Bac at the Inner Temple in 
1891, and joined the Northern Circuit, He has practised in London and 
Manchester. 

The Attorney-General has appointed Mr. Eswarp H. Benn, of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to be Conveyancing Counsel to the Wa 
Office in succession to Mr. Frank Loftus Wright, who has resigned. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Business Changes. 
Mr. Grorcg Frank Datrympte Tennant, who for the last. 13 -years 
has -been a member of the firm of Messrs. Crawford, Brown & Co., 


Bombay, has now become a partner in the firm of Messrs. Sanderson, 
Adkin, Lee & Eddis, of 46, Queen Victoria-stceet, London, E.C. 4. 


Dissolution. 


Henry Dixon Kimper, Tom Boatman, and Epwarp Percy WILLIAMS, 
(Kimbers & Boatman), 79, Lombard-street, in the City - of 
June 30. So far as the said Tom Boatman is concerned. 


[Gazetle, Dec. 4. 


solicitor 
London 





Information Required. 


MRS. MARY ELINA FREER, Deceased.—Will any person who 
can supply information as to the existence of a will of the late Mrg 
M. EK. Freer, who died at Leamington on the 22nd May, 1917, please 
communicate with Field & Sons, solicitors, Leamington? 


General. 


A meeting in favour of Divorce Law Reform was held in Birmingham 
on the 28th ult., and was addressed by Sir Arthur Conan Doyle, 
president of the Divorce Law Reform Union, and by Lord Burnham. 
A letter was read from Mr. Birrell, in which he described the present 
divorce law as “an outrage on the civilization for which we are con 
tending so fiercely and heroically from one end of the world to the 
other It was clear, he continued, that many important and official 
members of the Church of England were organizing an opposition in 
Parliament, but the Church of England was not now entitled to treat 
the whole nation as if it were an appanage. 

At the nineteenth annual meeting of the Association of Poor Law 
Unions, held on 22nd November in the Connaught Rooms, Great Queen 
street, W.C., Sir John W. Spear, M.P. (president), in the chair, the 
Rev. P. 8S. G. Propert (vice-president), reporting on the question of 
air-raid damage and the scheme.which had been adopted by the War 
Cabinet, said the War Damage Committee was not satisfied with the 
scheme. France protected all her people without distinction, but the 
War Cabinet made distinctions all round. He moved a resolution 
affirming that.loss of life, personal injuries, and damage to property 
caused by bombs, shells, or missiles discharged from or against enemy 
aircraft, or by bombardment, were risks specially due to war, and, 
therefore, should be compensated for out of national funds, urging 
the Government that the same scale of pensions, etc., should be 
awarded to injured persons of the civil population as in the case of 
the naval and military forces of the Crown, and that full compen- 
sation for damage to property should be met out of funds raised 
uniformly throughout the country. The motion was seconded by Mr. 
R. A. Leach and carried. 

In the House of Commons on Monday Dr. Macnamara, asked by 
Commander Bellairs on what statute the Admiralty afted in excluding 
the public when Admiral Troubridge was court-martialled, seeing that 
the Order in Council giving them the power to exclude the public was 
not provisionally approved until over a year later, said ; It is not the 
custom of the Board of Admiralty to take the opinion of the Law 
Officers of the Crown on questions affecting the procedure of courts- 
martial, unless in special cases they should consider that course desir- 
able. Before the Orde rin Council m@ntioned was passed, the Judge- 
Advocate of the Fleet, who advises the Board of Admiralty on such 
questions, laid the matter very fully before the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council, and the change in the regulations, as a war measure, 
received their unanimous concurrence. At the court-martial on Reay- 
Admiral Troubridge the public were excludéd at different times while 
evidence of a confidential nature was being taken. This was done in 
the public interest by order of the Admiralty and with the prior con- 


In the House of Commons on the 28th ult., Mr. Hayes Fisher, 
replying to Mr. Outhwaite, who asked whether his attention had been 
drawn to the fact that boards of guardians were refusing to provide 
rélief to dependants of soldiers who had been executed by orders of 
courts-martial, said he was not aware that boards of guardians had 
refused to grant relief in the cases referred to. Some boards of 
guardians had, however, passed a resolution asking that pensions should 
be paid in these cases, thus removing the obligation of the guardians 
to give relief, 

The J'imes of 29th November, under “ City Notes,” says: As there 
has been a certain amount of criticism respecting delays. in the. settle- 
ment of war-risk claims on cargo and of claims on account of cargo in 
missing ships, it is satisfactory to be able to record a recent case in 
which very prompt payments were made. A vessel which disappeared 
without trace while carrying cargo worth over £150,000 was duly 
posted at Lloyd’s, and within ten days of the receipt of the documents 
in London the underwriters of the marine risks and the State War 
tisks Office had agreed each to pay, without prejudice, 50 per cent. of 
the amount insured. The object was, of course, to provide the assured 
with funds immediately, and so relieve them of any financial embar- 
rassment while investigations into the circumstances of the loss were 
being made. The willingness to make these prompt payments may be 
regarded as typical of the desire of both the pam, body of marine 
underwriters and the State War Risks Office to facilitate matters for 
merchants in the case of missing ships. The pressure of work on the 
State Office has at times been very great indeed, but it is understood 
that, as regards ordinary war-risk losses, its settlements have now been 
brought very nearly up to date. 

At Leeds Assizes on Monday, says the 7'imes, sentences were passed 
by Mr. Justice Roche in three cases in which charges were made of 
falsifying returns to evade payment of income-tax and excess profits 
duty. The defendants were Peter Womersley, thirty-nine, second lieu 
tenant in the Army; William Ingham Womersley, thirty-eight, and 
John Womersley, forty-one, brothers, trading as P. Womersley & 
Sons, woollen manufacturers, Pudsey ; Frederick Harper, sixty-six, and 
Alfred Harper, sixty-two, trading as James Harper & Sons, woollen 
manufacturers, Calverley ; and Ernest Mortimer, forty-five, and Wil- 
kinson Peel, thirty-nine, trading as Mortimer, Peel, & Co., dyers 
Bradford. They all pleaded ‘‘ Guilty,” except Alfred Harper, in 
respect of whom a nolle prosequi was entered, and he was discharged 
The Attorney-General, who prosecuted, explained that the omission of 
sales in the income-tax return of the Womersley firm meant, a loss of 
revenue to the Government of over £3,000. In the case of the Harpers, 
the frauds, if undiscovered, would have meant a loss to the revenu 
of £12,675, and the amount in Mortimer, Peel, & Co.’s case was 
£3,961. In answer to the Judge, he said there was a method which 
made it certain that these amounts would not, in fact, be lost to th 
revenue. The following sentences of imprisonment in the second division 
were passed : Peter Womersley, four months ; William Ingham Womers 
ley and John Womersley, six months; Frederick Harper, three months ; 
Mortimer, five months; and Peel, three months. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANOE ON 
Mr. Justice 





Mr. Justice 


D , EMERGENCY APPEAL COURT 
ate. ROTA. No. 1. NEVILLE, EVE. 
Monday Dec. 10 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr. Jolly 
Tuesday .... ll Leach Goldschmidt Rorrer Synge 
Wednesday .. 12 Church Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Thursday .... 13 Farmer Church Leach rrer 
Friday ...... 14 Jolly Farmer Church Goldschmidt 
Saturday .... 15 Synge Jolly Farmer Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOUNGER, PETERSON. 
Monday Dec, 10 Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach 
Tuesday .... il Bloxam Jolly Farmer Church 
Wednesday .. 12 Borrer Synge Jolly Farmer 
Thaorsday .... 13 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Friday ...... 14 ch Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Saturday .... 15 Church Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 








. . a 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 30 
GoopWIN FERREIRA & Co, {Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15, to send 


in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claimr, to John Philip 
Garnett, 61, Brown st, Manchester, liquidator. 

GUANACEYI Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required,on 01 
before Feb 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Frederick Roche, 8, Princes st, liquidator, 

S.A.A.F,A,L. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 27, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Henry Wyatt, 
King’s House, Kingist, Cheapsde, liquidator. 

St. ANDREW'S INSTITUTE CO, LTp,—Credi ors are required, on or before Jan. &, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Mr. Walter Scott, 5, Parliament st, Hull, liquidator, 





currence of the rear-admiral and his legal adviser. 












et et st ee 
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Worth MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. o VoluNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
required, on or. before Dec. 31, to send their names and addresses, and the partica- 
land of their debts or claims, to John Alfred Middlebrook, $5, Hustlergate, Brad‘ord, 


liquidator. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gaze tte. —TUESDAY, Dec. 

BATTERSHELL'S Storks, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or iio Dec 28, to send their | } 
names and addresses, with the particulars of their debts or claims, to William R. 
Noble, Percy av, Kingsgate-on Sea, Thanet, liquidator. 

SADPDLEWORTH PRINTING Co.,' Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 29, to send in their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Daniel Cooper, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
| 
| 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette,—TUESDAY, Nov. 20. 
Ca'edouian Club, Ltd. North Western Chemical Co, L' 
Anglo Canadian Minerals Prospecting Atherton Footbal! and Athletic Club Co, 


Syndicate, Ltd. 
Provincial Omnibus Owners’ Association Chelsea Hall and Club Association, Ltd, 
Easten's, Ltd. 


(Incorporated) 

Mount Carbon Co, Ltd. Wh'ttaker, Marshall & Co, Ltd. 

Reversionary and Life Interest an’? Other — Steam Shipping Co, Ltd. 
Securities Investment Trust, Ltd. Bolfvar Concessions, Lt 1. 


td. 


London Gazette—F RIDAY, Nov. 28. 


Francis Cooke & Co, Ltd. Colombiaw Cattle Estates, Ltd. 

Redhill Sports Ground &-Athletic Aassocia- London Metal Banking Co, Ltd. 
tion, Ltd. Imperial Quinine Co, Ltd. 

London Trading Co, Ltd. New Terai Association Ltd. 

Popular Creameries, Ltd. James Mollin & Son, ‘Ltd. 

Carifalis, Ltd, Pearks & Colburn, Ltd. 

National Produce Co,' Ltd. African Freehold Coal Lands, Ltd, 

Bintang Johore Rubber Estate, Ltd. C.Cc. Film Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 27. 


British Euraka Cinematograph Co, Ltd. Grange Picturedrome, Ltd. 

Kirklees Artificial Silk, Ltd. 8. Follin & Co, Ltd. 

Ipswich Steam Shipping Co, Ltd. — Boulder Perseverance Gold Mining 
Rridgwater Wicker Works, Ltd. 


» Ltd. 
R. Hendewerk & Co., Da Be. in Go d Mining Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 30. 
PiasmOn Syndicate , Ltd. United Somerset & Dorset Dairies, Ltd. 
Maritime & General Improvement Co, Ltd. Stephen Collins, Ltd. 
Charles agg 7 & ars Ltd. British Quarrying Co, Ltd. 
Edward Healey, Ltd. H. E, Richardson, Ltd. 
Brierley Hill Cciliery Co, in. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dee 4. 
Vrichton Grand Theatre, Ltd, 


Darwins, Ltd 
Haddon Motor Light and Carburettor Co, 


Adrian Grey Optical Institute, Ltd. 
Kingston & Co, Ltd. 

Associated Shipping Co, Ltd, 

Vorbes Glue Co, Ltd. 

Colbrook Dairies, Ltd. 
Garton-Cooper Seed Co, Ltd. 

Graig yr Hesg Quarries, Ltd. 


Ltd. 

Gazi (British East Africa) Rabber and Fibre 
Estate, Ltd. 

Oil Shale Development Co, Ltd. 

Charles Culley & Co, Ltd. 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


23 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 23. 


LEON MREWASCHE & Co.—Creditors are required to send by prepaid post.on or before 
Jan 26, full particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert Edward Tilley, 8, Staple 


inn, Controller. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Dec. 4 
J. SPRINGER.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 9, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Geoffrey Bostock, 21 


Ironmonger lane, Controller. 
REcORD PRess.—Creditors are required to send, by prepaid post, full particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Arthur Pelham Ford, 4B, Frederick's p!, Old Jewry, 


Controller. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


‘ Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette,—TuxrspaY, Nov. 27. 


ABINGER, a ht Hon SHELLEY Lropot LAURENCE SCARLETT, Baron, Rownhams, Hants 
Dec 31 Corbould & Co, Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 
ALLTON, tnd DAVID THOMAS, Morecambe, Lancs Jan 12 Todd, Lancaster 
ALWARD, MARY, Grimsby Dec2l] W ilkin & ( —_w Grimsby 
———, SARAH, Audenshaw, Lanca Jan 22 Houstoun, Duc hy of Lancaster Office, 
ondon 
RANKS, ROBERT, Bury St Edmunds, Farmer Jan6 Greene & Greene, Bury St Edmunds 
BATCHELOR, ALBERT WILLIAM GEORGE, Aberdeen ter, Blackheath, Solicitor Jan 16 
Batchelor & Batchelor, Outer Temple, Strand 
| BEHAN, MARY, St Helens, Lancs Dec 29 Wright, St Helens 
| BREED, Second Lieut JoHN BENNINGTON, Leeds Jani Harrison & Sons, Leeds 
BRIDGER, LETITIA JANE, Waterfoot, a s Dec 24 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
CHAPMAN, WILLIAM, Oughtibrix ige, Y forks Dec 23 Jackson & Jackson, Sheffield 
CHATWOOD, SAMUEL, Oswaldtwistle, !ancs Jan 10 Butcher & Bar'ow, Bury 
| CHRISTIR, LILIAN, Swanage, Dorset Jani Potter & Co, Queen Victoria st 
COLLINS, RAYMOND, Mornington rd, St Pancras Deo 29 Bransbury, Pancras In 
COLLINGS; WESTBROOK ELLiort, Worthing Jan5 Verrall & Sons, Worthing 
COLVIN, EDWARD BINNEY, Barbados, West Indies Dec 31 Green & Co, Southampton 
DAVIS, ALFRED ISAAC, Poole, Dorset, Draper Jan 15 Rerson & Co, Bristol 
FERGUSON, WILLIAM JAMFs, ( Yolombo, Cevion Dec 81 Freeman & Cooke, Surrey st 
FILBY, ELMER GEORGR, Beekenham, Kent, Hairdresser Dec $1 Uughes & Sons, 
I ‘hn st, Bedford row 
FLEMING, VALENTINE, DSO, MP, Hampstead Dee 81 Norton & Co, Old Broad st 
FROST, HERBERT, Southport Dec 31 Battersby, Southport 
FULTON, JoHNn, Manchester, Credit Draper Dec 31 Tucker & Co, Manchester 
GREENWELL, THOMAS, Durhs am Jan’5 Carpenter, Durham 
HATTON, HENRY, Bristol. Law Clerk Dec 81. Brittan & Co, Bristol 
HERY RY, GERALD ARTHUR Hindhead, Surrey Dec 31 Mawby & Co, Queen st! 
INGRAM, JOHN ALDRED, Manehester Dec 31 Lee & Co, Manchester 
LLOYD, Rev THOMAS FRASER, Bournemouth Dec 380 Mills, New sq, Lincoln's inn 
LorD, FANNY, Southport Dec 8t Battersby, Southport 
LYons, MARY ANS, Hove Jan 5 Verrall &Sons, Worthing 
MARSHALL, KATR MARGARET, St Leonards on Sea Dec 81 Baily,St Leonards on Sea 
MAUNDER, HAROLD FREDERICK, Bristol, Chemist Jan 10 Brittan & Co,’ Bristol 
MAWDESLEY, ROBERT. Walledecy, Cheshire Dec 31 Wake& Co, Aldersgate st 
MORRIS, GRoRGE, City rd Dec 14 Wrensted & Co, Ormond House, Queen Victoria st 
NEWTON, Lieut WALTER CLAUDE, Upper Teddington Dee 16 Bridgman & Co, 
| College hill 
PAYNE-GALLWRY, Sir RALPH WILLIAM FRANKLAND, Bart, Thirsk (Dec 31 
& Co, Henriettta st, Cavendish sq ‘ 
PAYNTER, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Crowthorne, Berks Dec 31 Sandilands & Co, F.n- 
church av 
PETRIE, ALEXANDER STURROCK, Yateley, 
Broad st 
PINK, CELIA SELINA, Portsmouth Dec 27 Bowling, Southsea 
RAYMOND, ADAMINA CHARLOPTE, Leamington Dec 10 Field & Sons, Leamingtou 
ROBERTS, MARY, St Leorardsion Sea Dec 24 Baily, St Leonaids on Sea 
REYNOLDS, MARY ANN, East Dereham, Norfolk Dec 24 Francis & Back, Norwich 
ROGERSON, JAMES, Fulwood, Lancs Dec 81 Brierley, Preston 
SISSEN, HENRY, Costessey, Norfolk Dec& Rackham, Norwich 
SLEETH, THOMAS, Dndley, Worcester, Guide Mill Roller Dec 31 
West Bromwich 
SMITH, ALFRED JOHN, Walsall, Staffs, Iron Founder Jan 28 Enoch & Son, Walsall 
SMITHSON, JOHN, Penrith, Cumberland, Postmaster Dec 22 Scott & Co, Penrith 
STEEL, WALTER CHARLES,’ Bury St Edmunds Jan 6 Greene & Greene, Bury St Edmunds 
STRINGER, JANE, Ecclesfield, Yorks Dec 24 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
TOWNHILL, WILLIAM, Hessle, Yorks, Consulting Engineer Dec 80 Sanderson & Ferens, 
Hull 
UMPLERY, ELIZA, Seacroft, nr Leeds Dec 24 Brooke & Dyer, Leeds 
WHINOUP, FRANK, Shrewsbury, F R.CS Dee 8! Craig, Shrewsbury 
WILLis, MARY JANE, Sumner pl, Onslow sq Jan6 Tyler, Garden ct, Temple 
WORKMAN, ADELAIDE, Alexaniler st, Westbourne Park Dec 30 Lee & Co, The Sanctuary 
Westminster 


Corbould 


Hants, MRCS Dec 81 Norton & Co, Old 


Dec 31 J & L Clark 


London Gazettee—FRIDAY, Nov 30, 


ANDREW, ELIZABETH ANN, Moston, Manchester Jan 14 
Manchester 
ATKINSON, THOMAS, Aughton, Lancs 


Blackburn & Walker 





Dec 81 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 
BADOOOK, Loutsa FANNY, Lymington, Hanta Dec 29 Moore & Co, Lymington 
BAROLAY, STEPHEN WILLIAM, Manor Park, Essex Doc 25 Nabarro, Albemarle st 
BaARFOOT, WILLIAM, Bournemouth Jan25 Wright & Co, Leicester 

BARRETT, ELIZABETH, Truro Dec 22 Hancock, Truro 











THE LICENSES 


AND GENERAL 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 


Formerly THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED. 


242, MOoOORGATE! 


SrEE= Tt, LOMDOWN, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


LICENSES 


INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTHRESS. 
Upwards of 1,000 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


application. 


POOLING I 


NSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FORK 


PROSPECTUS. 
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Biswrox, WALTER Henry, Aston, Birmingham, Insurance Agent Jan 6 Hatwell 
Birmingham 

BLANEY, CORNELIUS, Exchange ct, Strand Dec 31 Soames & Co, Lennox House 
Norfolx st 

Brown, pane High rd, Tottenham, Artesian Well Engineer Jani4 Bartlett & Son, 
Bush | 

Boxron, ANDREW RICHARD, Victoria st Dec 30 Lee & Co, The Sanctuary, West- 
minster 

CARKERt, Jon, Plymouth, Engineer Dec 31 Shelly & Johns, nent 

CHADWICK, . AURA JANET EMA, Hints Hall, Staffs Dec 27 Orford & 
chester 

OmEESEWRIGHT, ADA JayE, otherwise EDWARDS, Sussex st, Pimlico Jan 14 Gowing, 
Finabury pvemt 

CHRISTIANSEN ~ Lovursx, Sugden rd, Clapham Common Jan 1 Taylor & Co, 
Lavender h 

Compton, Lrpr, Seow Slade, nr Rath Dec 30 Mackay & Son, Shepton, Mallet 

CRAIG, MATTHEW, Haltwhistle, Northumberland Dec 22 Blackburn & Main. Carlisle 

CreckEtt. Capt Josepn Spink, Hove, Sussex Jan 1 Martin & Martin. Reading 

DORRIN@TON, MARY HENRIETTA GLANVILLE, Grove End House, 8t Jehn's Wood” Jan 14 
H Boldero Southwell & H M Southwell, Goldhurst terr, Hampstead 

DURDEN, SARAH, Dorchester Jan 1 Wansbroughs & = Bristol 

Eaton, ARNOLD, Denton, Lancs Dee 22 Bostock, H 

ForwARp, HENRY, South Woodford, Essex Dec 28 Tiddeman, Martin's 

Guoner, WILLIAM Hersert, Spenser rd, Herne Hill Jan 10 Wood : Gene, Poultry 

Gouen, MARY ANN, Manchester forthwith & 

GeawamM, ELIzApereA, Gilsland, Cumber'and Dec 22 Bioskbure & Main, Carlisle 

GREENWOOD, GronoR, Holmfirth. Yorks Dec 31 Kidd & Co, Holmfirth 

Grecory, EumaperH Marra, Exeter Dec 31 Lewin & Co, Millbank House, 


Sons, Man- 





JacnsoN, Fravors, Nantwich, Chester Dec 26 Edleston. Crew 
Joaquim, — FRANGISCO BRRNARDES BARON DE Sao, Rus Silva Xavier Petropolis, 
nitalist Dec 31 Roney & Co, Yew Broad at 

KeEyny, Seen RUTHERFORD, Manchester, General Provision Merchant 
den & Co, Manchester 

Kuxzprrsot, Max Vow, and CaATHsrine Von KLepirsca, Liverpool Jan jt 
Poole, Widnes 

Last, Parturp, Inswich, Innkeeper Dec 15 Turner & C», Inswich 

Last, Luct ANFE, Herley Suffolk Dec 15 Torner 4 Co, Ips wich 

Leeps, WILLIAM Hawry ARTHUR St Joun, Cranley gds, Psouth Kensington Jan 10 
MelLaren, Cheltenham 
. , Reown Huon, Beaumaris, Anglesey Dec 27 Chimeclain & Johnson, 

LEWIs. DAVID JAMES, 

beth 


% Bloomfield, Narberth, Pembroke, Solicitor Dec 14 Price, 
ar 


LUCKMAN, RPWARD LLEWELLYN, Altrincham, Surgeon Jan 14 Harwood, Manchester 

MACDOUGALL, FINLAY. Runeorn, Chester, “urgeon Dec 31 a, Runeern 

OLDROYD, Gora, Wisbech St Peter.Cambridge Dee 31 Sonthwell & Dennis, Wisbech 

ra. Sane HENRY, Blackpool, Caterer Dec 31 Phythian & Bland, Man. 
ches 

PARKYN, EvrorD JAM@S, Manchester, Manufacturer Dec 31 Innes, Manehester 

Pasion, saese Sopuy, Vevey, Canton de Vaud, Switzerland D2c31 Sharp & Benest, 

atling *t 

PAULDING, THOMAS, Manchester Jan14 Blackburn & Walker, Manchester 

Porrer, THOMAS, Pattison rd, Child’s Hill Dec 31 Potter & Co, Maida Vale 

Pariog, Ropert Awos, Widres. Coo Jani FJ &C, Ponle, Widnes 

RAYMOND, ADAMTNA CHARLOTTE, ington Dec 10 Field & Sons, Leamington 

SKeEwss. JAMES, Plymouth, Butcher Dec 81 Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 


Jan 5 * Fow- 
FJ &¢, 





Westminster 


HAWLEY, Maj-Gen WmL1AM Hawsury, Shiplake, Oxford Dec 24 Martin & Martin, 
Readin: 


x 
Htaarnporrom, Hewny Aveverus, Didsbury Dec31 Blackburn & Walker, Manchester 
nr Middleton, Lancs Jan 1 Lewin & Co, Mill- 


Horwoop, Capt R G, Hopwood Hall, 
bank House, Westminster 
Hepason, Ans, Penrith Dec 23 Little & Co, Penrith 


Hoot, Joaurn, Liverpool, Shipowner Jani5 Carter & Co, Carnarvon 
Dibb & Co, Leeds 
Norwood Jan 1 Bickford, Moor- 


Hopson, ROBERT ARTHUR. Headingley, Leeds Jan 1 
Inons, ARTHUR CAMPBELL, Chestnut rd, West 
gate st 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 23. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bavyt, THomas, Rothiey, Leicester, Market Gardener | 


Letcerster Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 21 
CoLLins, FrawKx. Gray's Inn rd, Produce Merchant High 
Court Pet Joly 23 Ord Nov 21 
CorTrTon, ALBERT W'LFRED, Malta Cottate, nr Yarmouth, 
Iof W Newport and Ryde Pet Oct9 Ord Nov 2! 
Crook, Josupn, Bolton, Self Actor Minder Bolton Pet 
Ord Nov 14 
ROBERT EDWARD, Pengam, 
redegar Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 
Durpry, Beate Jonny, Misterton, Notts, Printer Horn- 
castle Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 18 
EpWARD6, JouN, Liangollen, Denbigh, Carter Wrexham 
Pet Novi? Ord Nov17 
Grove, CHARLES Henry, Bury St Edmunds, Insurance 
Agent Bury St Edmund« Prt Oct 17 Ord Nov19 
Haver, Francis Seymour, Porchester terr, Bayswater 
High Court Pet Jan26 “rd Nov 20 
Hortex, B J (Male), an Manager 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov 
JENKING, THOMAS Tara, Pontyoymmer, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet Nov 20 Ord Nev 20 
REEVE, CHARLES GrrvaRD, Littlehampton’ Brighton 
Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 20 
RorsTow, Heneert, Milnsbridce, seaenee, Weaver 
Huddersfield Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 
Srupson, Tom Frey, - meg Notts Nottingham Pet 
Novi9 Ord Nov 1 


prnn sd ANNULLED. 


DUNSFORD, ARTHUR HENRY, Devonport, Haulier 
mouth Adjud June 12,1899 Annul Nov15, 1917 


London Gazette.—TurspDaY, Nov. 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


HAYLES, EDWIN, ARDREW, Manchester st High Oour 
Pet Sept 17 Ord Nov 21 

HurTron, FREDERIOK, Great Ayton, Yorks, Boot Dealer 

‘ton on Tees Pet Nov 28 Nov 23 
Mongar, LLEWELLYN, Hove Brighton Pet Nov5 Grd 
ov 

SANDERSON, SARAH ANN, Towcester Northampton Pet 

Nov’ Ord Nov 2% 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Brunt, THomas, Rothley, Leicester, Market Gardener 
Dec Sat8 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
DENMAN, ROBERT EDWARD, Penam, Mon, Grocer Dec 4 at 
Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Ne rt, Mon 
GOLDéTEIN, JosePH, Brighouse, York, Shirt Manufacturer 
Dec 4 at 10.45 County Court House, Prescott st, 


ANDREW. Manchester st Dec 4 at 1 

Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

JENKINS, TRowas Ipris, Pontycymmer, Glem, Grocer 
Dec Satis Of Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Rorstron, HeRsERT, Huddersfield, eaver Dec 4 at 10 
Huddersfield Incorporated Law Society's Room, 
Imperial arcade, New st, Huddersfield 

SMITHIES, HERBERT, Halifax, Wool Merchant Dee 4 at 
10.80 County Court House, Prescott st, Halifax 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALISON, MAUD, nee County Antrim High Court 
P>t Aug 31 — Nov * 2 
BRINKWoRTH, BLANCHE, Hoye ton Pet June 27 
Ord Nov 2 righ 


Mon, Grocer 


Ply- 


Sheffield 





WALSHAM, JOHN, 











BURDETT, ee JULIVS, Segment, Sussex Brighton 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Nov 

GOLDSTEIN, JosEPH, 4.= Shirt Manufacturer Hali- 
fax- Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 22 

; BUTTON. FREDERICK, Great Ayton, -Yorks, Boot Dealer 
Stockton on Tees Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

| ome BRATRION MARY ROEBUCK, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 
8 Ord Nov 22 


Laks, FRANK Grorag, Loughton. Essex, Apartment-house 
Keeper Hieh Court Pet Juse 28 Ord Nov 23 

MACKENZIE, JonN EDWARD, Little Clacton, Besex, Market 
Gardener Colchester Pet Ort6 Ord Nov'22 

SANDERSON, SARAH ANN, py at = Towcester North- 
ampton Pet Nov 24 Ord N 

SMITHTES. Harnsert, Halifax, Woot Merchant Halifax 
Pet Nov 8 Ord Nov 22 

Taw, S®LI™, at AS Shipper Manchester Pet 
Nov 6 Ord Nov 22 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette Nov 16: 


FRYER, THOMAS AnpERSON, Catterick, Yorks Newcastle 
upon Tyne Pet Oct 12 Ord Nov 18 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


AbDY, CLARENCE Epwtn, Lower Clapton, Journalist High 
Court Pet Nov Ord Nov 26 
ws Ep@ar, Ormskirk Sheffield Pet Nov 13 


Dix, Gzornce JAMES, oy Berks, Grocer Oxford 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 

Halon, Davtn, Cricklewood. Commercial Traveller High 
Court Pet Oct 29 Ord Nov 28 

JACOBS, STANLEY, Warrington gdns, Maida Hill, Manu- 
facturer’s Agent High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 28 

— —1-¥ Cricklewood High Court Pet Oct 31 Ord 

ev 

Parton, Lady Mary Stuart, Bracknell, Berks Windsor 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Rooker, HaRoLD ALFRED, Birmingham, Tobacconist 
Birmingham Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

SHeorer. ALFRED LESLIE, Exeter Exeter Pet Nov 26 
Ord Nov 26 

et ae) poeae, Bs East Dulwich, Goldsmith High 

Pet Nov 26 ov 26 

eum Ra, 1 a. ‘pl, Fitzroy sq High Court 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
A ded notice substituted for that published in 

the London Gazette of Nov 27 : 


TEBBUTT, FREDERICK GEORGE, Hove, Sussex Brighton 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ADY, CLARENCE EpwaRpD. Tower Clapton, Journalist 
Dee 7at12 Pankru bidgs, Carey st 

DuRDRY, BERTIE JoHN, Misterton, Notts, Printer Dec 11 
ati2 Off Reo, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

HILTON, CLARA JAN®, Farewell, Blean, nr Canter 
Dec 8 at 11.45 st, Canterbury 

HvrtTon, FREDERICK, Great Ayton, Yorks, Boot Dealer 
Dec 7 at 11.80 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

JACOBS, STANLEY, Warrington gdns, Maida Gill, 

a Agent Dec 11 at 12.30 Bankruptcy 


Dec 10 at ll 





bidgs, Carey 
KING, a Sy MARY Rorsvuck, Leeds 
Off Rec, 24, Bond sé, Leeds 
May, any , Cricklewood Dec llatil Bankruptoy bidgs, 


SHOOorEE. “assem Lesiiz, Exeter, lately Licensed 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir’ 


Victualler Dec 19 at 11,30 
Exeter 





Steep Ropert, Ipswich Jani Turner & C6, Ipswich 
WINTON, MARY. Old “hariton. Kent Dec 31 Dawes & Sons, Birchin In 
——— WALKER, ARTHUR RANDALL, St George's sq, Belgrave rd Dec 81 Jones & 


n. Leeds 
Topp, ‘ee Aston Clinton, Bucks Dec 27 Aylesbury 
TowNROg, FANNY, Sutton in Ashfield. Notts Dee 831 Honkin, Sutton in Ashfield 
Twiss, Sanan ELgANoR, Hereford Dec 31 Lee & Oo, Manchester 
Huddersfield Jani armitage & Co, Huddersfield 
WARD, EDWARD Copier. Chatham, Surgeon, R N Jan 11 On 24 Garden ct, Temple 
Woop, ALEXA¥DER Warfield, Berks Dec31 Paice & Gross, O 
WooDWARD, DANIEL Tors, Cheltenham Dec 31 Rickerby ry Con Cheltenham 


Wilkins & Son, 


SHUTTLEWORTH, FRANK, East Dulwich, Goldemith Dec 12 
at 12 Bankrantey bidgs, Carey st 

Smapson. Tom FIELD, Mansfield. Notts. Window Cleaner 
Dec 8ati1 ff Rec, 4, Castle pl, Nottingham 

STORMS, ATGUSTE, Bromlev pl. Fitzroy sq Dee 12 at ll 
Bankrupteyr hides, Carey st 

TEBBUTT, FREDERICK GEORGE, Hove,Sssex Dec 7 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 124, Mar!borough pl, hton 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


BROWNSTEIN, HENRY, and Borrs Foorerrass, Horton rd 
Hackney, Dealers io Leather Goods High Court Pet 
Oct 8 Ord Nov 26 

HILTen. CLARA JANE. Rwy a, nr Canterbury, 
Cant- Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 28 

KAVANAGH. THOMAS, Emperor's gate High Court Pet Oct 

15 Ord Nov 27 

SHOOTER, ALPRED LESLIE, Exeter Exeter Pet Nov 2% 
Ord Nov 26 

SToRMS, AUGUSTE, Rromlev pl, Fitsroy sq High Court 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

TEBBUTT. FREDERICK GEORGE, Hove, Sussex Brighton 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 28 


Londen Gazette.—TUESsDAY, Dec 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Foat, EBENEZER, Slough, Ladies’ Tailor Windsor Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 380 
GrpBs, ARTHUR CHRISTOPHER, Burton on Trent, Staffs 
Barten on Trent Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Moorg, FREDERIOK a Coventry, Baker Coventry 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

WAKELAM, WILLIAM JouNn, Short'Heath, nr Wolverhamp- 
=, = Setter Wolverhampton Pet Nov 29 Ord 

ov 

WARING, WILLIAM Henry, New Brighton, a. House 

Furnisher Liverpool Pet Nov16é Ord Nov 30 


FIRST MEBTINGS. 


EDWARDS, JOHN, ee, Denbigh, Carter Dec 13 at 
12 Crypt chmb rs, 
ot, eee. Slough, Ladies’ Tailor Dec13 atll 14, 


ford row 
rd, Cricklewood, Commercial 


HAIGH, Davip, Westbere 
Traveller Dee 12 at 11 Bankruptcy pm = Carey st 
Dec 18 at 


Payton, Lady Mary Stvkt, Bracknell, Ber! 
11,30 14, Bedford row 

SANDERSON, SARAH ANN, Astcote, ae Sea. Builder 
Dec 12 at 12 Off Ree, The Parade, N n 

SHELDON, CONSTANCE LILY, at untee Dec 18 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl 

WAKELAM, WILLIAM JOHN, Bilston, Staffo ohh Lock Manu- 
facturer Deel2at 12 Off Reo, 30, Lichfield at, Wol- 
verhampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Dix, Gzorex James, Cholsey, Berks, Grocer Oxford Pet 
Nov 27 Nov 30 

Foat, EnEEZER, Slough, Ladies’ Tailor Windsor Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

GrIpBs, ARTHUR CHRISTOPHER, Burton on Tam, Stafford 
Burton on Trent Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 

WAKELAM, WILLIAM JOHN, Short Heath, nr Wotverhamo- 
ton, Tool Setter Wolverhampton "Pet Nov 2° Ord 
Nov 29 


ADJUDECATIONS ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ERS RES: INDED. 
LEwis Bs ea WiLtraM, B 
bury av High Court hec Ord July 3 190t 
Adjud mf 8, 1907 Annul ~~ Recs Nov Dot? ‘ 
MACKENZIE, FRANCES Resk MuiR, Chesterfield why : 
Mayfair High Court Rec Ord "Jan 2 Adjud 
Apnul and Recs Noy 21 % 


Lor 











